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cIvIL APPEAf. NOS. 8832 of 1994, 8853.
88s4, 9305-93L0/94

Hyderabad Chemica 1 I Pharmaceutical

Vs.

CoVt. of A. P. L Ors.

AppeL l ant

Re spond en t s

states that the

conmon with the

appeal . List on

(KuldiP s ingh

I

i

ORDER

Learned counsel for the State of Andhra Pradesh has

fairly stated that the impugned judgment of the High Court

dated August 18, I994 passed in writ Petition No.L2235/94

and connected matter shaI I not be imPlemented ' It is

further stated that no action against the industries

opetat.ing in the jndustrial area concerned shall be taken

under rhe Azamabad rndustrial Area (Termination and

Regulation.of Leases) Act, I992 (The Act)' we are further

told tr:at the state Govt. is proPosing an aqendment to the

act. It is 'stated that the p.ropo€al\his -+E!'ready 
-been 

Placed
,t

before the cabinet. Learned cbunsel'' states that no actron

regarding cancellation of ]eases etc.. against the i.ndustries

conierned shall be taken under the act" In this vie$' of the

matter these appeals have become infructuous anCl are

di sposed of as such

Na.9L59/91

LearneC counsel for the appell-ant

point invol,ved in this aPpeaI rs not

connected matters. We delink this civil

2 3rC Jul)', 1996.

New Delhi,
Dated: 16th April , 1996-

Ahmed

\-.;I---*-

( s. sagh i r



1. UtA6/1955

1 t)tatlt957

3 1510411957

PIot No,18/i was lillortr.J on permanent lease for 99
years to One Sri B.S,Shett1, for constructing a
factory for manulacrrrr: of Pharmaceuticals

Covemment granled permission to transfer the
lease hoid rights in the said plot in favour o:.M/i.
Biological Products Pi,t. Ltd,

py registerecl sale .l ed, rhe iease nola riitrts in
respeir of Ploi No,ti/3 was transfened to Uls.
biological Products Pvr, Ltd.

Clarification issued by the. Govemrnent regarding
date and mode of application" of the said Memo.
dated l9/12/1981.

Page I

Page 2

Page 2

)1 06/05i l 960
24t05/1960

5 23t06tr960

6 03il0n979

7 19n2t1984

Covem:lent accorded l)ermission to the Iiquidator
to rransfer the iease hold rights in plot Nos, lg/l
and 1913 ro M/s. Bielogical products pvt. Ltd..

PageTV

Under registered sale decd, the said two plots along
with the structures and equipments were purchased pa,geZ

by ll/s. Biologic.zil Products Pfi. Ltd.

M/s. Biological Products, Pvt. Ltd., has become
lvI/s. Biological E. Ltd., the petitioner

Page 3

Govemnrent lvlemo. pt'oposing revipi-on !n quit re'ilt page 3

and premium ., r-lrtD, 
t''..

8 15/1O,',1985

Pao

9 The Azamabad Industdries Association, challenged
ihe said orders in WP.No.l8l06/88

Page 4

High Court dismissed the writ petitions on the Page
grouncJ of rr ain tainabi I i ty,

4\l0 0t/03/1988

11. 24t0611991

t2.

Appeals filed against lhe said judgment was

disposeci of the Hon'ble High Court Page 4

Govemment enacted the Azaniabad Industrial Area

(Tennination & Regrtladon of Leases) Act, 1992, Page 5

rvhich came into lorce w.e.f, lllT/1992.

\



t

3 01t09 t1993

t,+. l8/03/i991

Tlre said Act rl,as cha)longed by the Association as
well as several lessecs.

Governnrent jssued order; in (i t-1. 299 fixing the
prenriunr and quit renl and periotl ollease etc. Page 6

I-lowever, the G,O. was not implernented and fresh
leases were not executed a:i coniemplated by the
1992 Act .:

This Hon'ble Court uphe1,.1 the validity of the 1992
Act, against which Civil Appeals were illed in the
Hon'ble Suprenre Court, The petitioner .filed
\\I.P.No.7il95 in the LIon'ble Supreme Courl.

Page 7

During the .pendency ol the Civil Appeal, the
Hon'ble supreme Crrurt passed various interirn
orders and in pursuance of the interirn order, the Page 7

*Government filed the Status Report, wherein the
'petitioner rvas shor.r,r'r at Sl,Nol3 of Category L

Irr view of the undertaking given by the State.
Govemrtent, the Civil Appeals were disposed of lage 7
r.vithout going into merits.

The GQvem:nent issueC ,n, eru*uUti*ffirf

6. t6104/1996 ^

Area (Terrnination & Regirlatidn of Leases)
(fulcndrnent) Act, rvhich was published in the AP
Gazette on 171212C00 '

Pa oe R

.it 
"' ,

8 2At02t2002 Govemment issued G.O.87, amending ceflain Pagc 8

Rules issued in GO I i5.

) 03/46t2002 Lrpugned Demand Notice of the Commissioner of
Lrdustries & Competent Authority, which was Page 9 \.

-erved on the petitioner on2710612002

) 15107 12002 Pelitioner's reDresentation to the Governnrent
agairrst thc irnpugred Demand Notice Page l0

1



iilPREttE COURT OF fNDIA

RECORD OI, PROCEEDINGS

CiviI AppeaJ. No.6852/94

Hyderabad Chemical & . pharma ceut i cal

. Ve rs us
-Cc ,'t. o: -4.. p. anJ Ors .

, vira C.A.Nos . BS53,D1r, gl69/94,
! !.' i r^ =r-r,,- -.. .i:p-rr. rcr e):- :arte) ( f or

Date: 7-2-9.5 .llLe:ie matLers were
c o:.:.-.Lt :

Appe I Iant

' :. . Respondents-
cc 589/95 and o.A.9305-LO/91)
final di.sposal )

called on for hearing today.

riii
JUS'IICE
JUSTICE

KULDIP SINGH
N . VEI'IKATACHALA

M:. S. C. BirIa, Adv.
Mr, Ganguli, sr.Aciv.
Mr.K. and Mr.B.p.ajesherar Rao,Advs.
M/s.S Udaya Kr.Sagar, Krishna t

Mahajan and Advs.
Mr.copal Subramaniam, Sr. Adv.
M/s. Rahul Ray and Sanjal/ K.Khaitan,Advs.
f or 14/ s. Khaitan and co. e.r:dM:. r/itrek
Gambhir/ Adv.
Mr.A.K.Sanghi, Sr..Adv,
M,/s.A. K. {?q$i, sanfreep Mi+_tal-,
AniI P(rabnalL4ftl J.K.Das,ACvs.
Mt.RF Nariman, Sr. Adv..
I"ls.Indu Malhotra and 1,1s. Amina Kandia,Adv.

For the App.ellants:
tn
in

c. A.8852/9 4

c.A.88s3/94

1n A.8851/91

ln A.9t59/91

fn

in c.c.5A9/95

For t-he res nond en t

c
i
c

uDto
;r rgueC /?.05

c.A.9305-10/94

I\1r. 'S.liamachandra Rao, Adv . Gen I .
M7ls. Ravi chFnder, Lakshmi.
and G. Prabhaka;. Adi'$,

Mr . Sumanth trarliendeya, l,1r:. A ja],
and Mr. S , P. Sh"1rma, Advs, f or.
Ms . C.l'larkendeya, Adv.

UPoll hearing counsel the Court made the fo1lcr,,ing

1,2.30. p

Sr. Adv.

Singh

m. and

argued

ORDER

C. Eirla started his arguments at
p.ri- ?hr.reafter:, Mr.. A.K.GanguIi,

2
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HON ' 5LE I4N .
HOI.I . EI,E }IR .
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3.35 p.mi Afrer rhat Mr K-rishna Mahajan argued for l5 minutes, Mr. F.S. Nariman,

Sr. Adr,ocrte, argued fronr 3.55 pm to 4,15 pm. Thereafter, Mr. Gopala

Subrehn-r anirnr, rrgued for lOnrindtes. The matter remained.part-he ard. -

i

I

I

,l

1

,i

l

:

:

2

ken r.,No. 101

Court No,2: Dated; 8/2/95
Ccranr and Appearance:

(S.K. Dudani)
Court Master.

Sane as above

ORDER

Mr.Gopal Subramanianr, Sr. Adv. resumed his arguments at I1.00 a.m, and

co:rcludcd ;rt I Ll0 a.m. 'fheleafter Mr. G.L,Sanghi argued for 20 minutes. After
!-

that, the learned Advoc.rre C!'nerrl started his argum€nts and argued till 12.25 pm .

rvhen thc Corur passed tl.,e follou,ing Older:-

Tirese rppeals are djlccieC against the Division Bench judgnrenl of the High

Court dered August lS, 198,1 upholding the vjres otthiryiqlrhd Industrial Area

(Terniination an,j Regulation ofl Leases) Aci, 1992 (The Act). We hafe, hearc!

ternred counsel for the parties yesterday and today. As at present, we rre in the

proccss oi hearing rhe le.rnrecl Advocate Gen;ral. It is not disputed rhat the

appellants an.l other persons similarly situated were given perpetual lcases in the

year 1955 and tirereafter on various dates right upto 1964 and even subsequently.

N4ost ol the leases esre lbr a period of 99 years. As a consequence of ccming into

lorce of tire -{ct, lll tre.leas:s hlve been cancelled in terms ofsection 3 ofthe Acl

Tlrere is-lnr1:lc povre. rr ith th: Stsre Covem.rnent under Sec.4 and various other

Sections of the act to givc tiesi: i!'1s,rs o,l teasonable terms. Be that as it may, it is

not necessary fcr us tc go inio the rlerirs ofthe controversy any further at this stage.

rYe are of the vierv thar- it rvould be irr lhe interest ofjustice Jhal irstead of

t1!-_r.rlg t!1c.. drastic action as provideC urtder Section 3 o1' thu .rr';1, U)o State

Go_ver::menl should e:lanrine thc case o1l each of the lessees on its ovm-nreri$.. ln

oase th,: State Government cones to the conclusion that the ongina[ lessec is. nlt

carrying on rn)l lndlrstrial actrvity either by himself or'thrcugh a sub-lesse: cr

pur-tr:f rship, tl::n it rvoLrlcl b:-D_?91 to tll 
-Sl1l9 

Govemment to deal Yith the lessec i'r

itccrr0s:t..c rvirh th-e;-rov:siitns.oith_eAcL, h respect ofthose lessees who are doi:tg

I

(\leena Sarin)
Coun Nlaster

J
1,..1

I

I
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J

Iionrii'ies inriustner rclivity on the leasehord plots, the state Govemment sha,

.corrllder 
rrrcir cases slmpatheticary and sha, consider making these lease hold'righrs as tieeholds. In any case, rhese are only tenlative ,ur*.r,,orr. It would be

open ro rhe State Govenurent to deal with this situation in fair and just maruer.
T,e iear.ed Advocate Ceneral seeks three weeks, time for this pr,rpo..". I(eeping in
view the Govemrngnt functioning, we adjoum the hearing frrr 6 weeks. The
Covernmenr shall subnrit a status report in this respect within a period of 6 wecks.
To corre rrp for hearing on 2g13/1995. Status quo regarding industries shall
cor ltinue rnear: whilc

(Meen;r Sarin)

Court I\4aster

(S.K. Dudaai)

Court Master

, i.;,ir?

].:
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I?EM No.I01 p.H

Gov t.

COURT No.2 SECI'IONS XIIA & XA

Vs.

a n(i Ors .

8853-54,
Respoddeits

9769/94, cc 58g/g4, cA Ncs,93o5_10_94

matters w6jre calLed on f ol: hearing todav.

Vli th C. A. Nos .and tip(C) No.
Da'i:c: 2g-.3-95

?3/95.
i'hese

HON ' BLq I{R .

HON I BIE MR.
JUS TI CE
JUS TI CE

KULDIP SINGH
N . VENKATACHALA

ellants
ln CA e852/94

B8s3/94

r rr CA. 6 85,4,/ 9 .l

:-n CA 9I69/94

cc 5At;/95
cA 9i05-10,/94

For Petr. in ldp 73

Mr. sc Bir1a, Adv,
l.rr. K.parasaran/ Sr.Adv.
14/ s . K. Srr,ami and G. Umapathi , Advs .

ll(i_.l,udaya sasar and Krishnar'raha I an, Advs .

l]:. t:ll:-uv- x.rihairan, Adv.r c:. .Ntls'r .kna"k.an a,., j 6o.
lls- 1p6u Malhotra, .I(l.tr. .

M,/'s. RK Sa,tghi and .-rtrl D,rs, A.iYS.

IUr:_ B . Ra jeshwar Rao,
and Mr. Vima I Dav.e,

.l

I

'l
1j

,l

I
,l
,l
,]

l

I

l

l

I

For Lhe;--esponden.s

l.ls'. Bhal:athi
.i,tl v s ,

i"!lvoad te Genera I the
A.t .hc rcquest, o

mattet:s are adjourneO to :nO

I

Iqr. S. Ramachandia Rao,.\dv.General
M,/s. S , Rao and G . prabhakar,IiCvs,
M,/s , S. Mar.kendeya and Ajay singh,

-'cr Ms, C. Markendeya, Adv..
uPoN hearj.ng cour'.r':e,L the court made the foJ-lowing

OiIDE li
f L eained
I4ay, t995.

(S.K.DUDANI)
COURT MASI'ER

SUPREME COI,RT OP INDTA
ITECORD OP PROCEEDINGS

.- " 
glv.rL APPEAL Lr,o.. .8852/g 4

. Hyci€rabad Chen:Lca l. and pharmaceutical
AppeI Iant

o:,A.p.

{e{--t,rs__e

,]

:



r?EIl r,to.102 PH C( )URT No.2

CIVIL P.PPEAL NO. 8852 OF ].994
' HyCerabad Chen.ical ' and ?har-tr,..r.reuticaI

Vs,
Govt. of A.I,. and Ors.
(wi th a.opIn - f or e):-parte
( FOR FINAL DISPOSA!) .

With CA Nos. 8853-54, 9169,/\t 4,

SECTION XII A

C(]U&.I' OP JNDJA
OI,J PROCEEDTNG

Appe I I ant

Respondents

Cc 589,/99 in CA Nos. g3l5_n/g4

,i.i,re call.ed on far hearing today.

5UPRI,]I{E

RL 'Ol.'D

sl.P. (C) No.73,/95
Date : 2-5-95 These matters

coRA.ti

For

HON I BLE MR. JUSTICE
IiON'BLE MR. JUS?ICE

appl . in CA BAS2/94
Gd/t . of A. p.

XU I,]) IP SINGH

N . VI ]I]KATACHAIA

Mr.. SC Birla, Adv.
Mr, N. Subra Reddy, Sr.Adv.Mr, c.prabhakar, Adv.
Mr. X. parasaran, Sr. Adv.Mr. K. swami, Adv.

For app.l . in CA EeS3/g4

For appln. j.n CA AB54/94

For appl . in.CA 9169/g4

ror appl. in CC 599

For app1. .in CA g3O5_IO/g4

Fo.r Petr. in ltp t 3/ 95

For tire reg

Mr. curu Raja Rao, Sr.Adv.
I/,1;:,."{li"h, cp sarathy, andr uoeya 'K.r, :sarur, Advi .
t4r. curu' Raja Rao. Sf.Adv.M/s. S Ganesh, Cp Sarathy,KrishnaKumar.and RahuI Roy, Ad;;:.'---""'r.ot M/s. Khaitan and co.
Mr. RF Nariman, Sr . AC\i.
Y,/s 

.IR Joshi, Indu i\t.il.hotr.r,
Aysha Khatri and Ani I i,lakhi jo. Acjvs.
M/s . AK Sanghi., A::ri t prabhat
and JK Das, Advs.
!l/s . Mohan Rao, B.Rajeshw;nvrmal Dave and l,1s.Bha!.athi
ma, Advs.

na o,
Shar-

1.1,/s,S.Markendeya andSingh, Advs.

UFoll heafing counsel , the Court made:the

pursuant to this Court,s order dated February 7, lg9l.?he State of Andhra pradesh has placed on record lr" =a.a""report.. After hearj-ng lear.necl counsel for J:he part!es.rega::ding the sLatus report and also regardin, ,rono""i vrhich,was mooted by the state Government as a result of this cour.t,.s
abo!.e tnentioned order ;rnC the solution cohmunicatecl. in thisst3tus i.eiJorE. There seens to be lto consensus ,betlreen theparties rec.ardi nS st.acirs r.eporL. W., tt,...ioi". -"OJ;rr, 'an"""
CASES.

ORDER

Aj ay

fol lowi ng

(S,K.DUDANI)
COURT I1ASTER

I



rtem No.102

c..q .l.to. 8852 / g 4

court No. 2

r;tJi REl4l COURTOF
RECoRT) ( )I;. PRoCEEDTNGS -

Section-yr r-^

Appel Ia nq

. Respondents

cc589,/95.

t,
rND rA

H YDERABAD
I,IORKS LTD.

CHEIT1I CAL & PHfulM .CEUTICAL

I
THE GOVT. OT'ANDHRA

14r. Justf ce
M.r.JusLiqe

V€ rsu S

PRAr)EsjH & oRs.

1ll'3]^i;l;)! ;B::\fi;i,
DATE:29-8_I995

;::::,;.iff;;.were calred on ror

Mr.s.c.Birla, Adv.

x.: x iifii1"Tos.
Mr-. cur.O Ra ja Rao, 91.,tr.l,,. .-

88 5.1 zcra

CORA-tvl:

For R espond ent ( s )
, swv _, or A.p.)

For the peti.t iorrer ( s ) :In c. A. B85Z/g4
rn c. A. 9853/ 9 t

Ilon,Lle
I gon ,ble KULDIP SINGH

S . IJAGH IR .qHMAD

In C.A. Eg5t /9 4

In C.A.9l6g/g4

In CC 589

i r. . ^ ,i1^-
: "" ''n'>su5tLC/9i

In ht.p.1C) 73195

]l'^".oj 
turu.hy, sur sagar. Advs.

ill:f[.i.liiinRao,.,sr.Aciv . 
. .-' -'

Mr.RahuI n"v, 'aJi. '

( For r,1/5 . Khaitan & Co. )
yr:RI N:rimanr sr.Adv.
;'i:;;',ii"';i'; ilfl ffl,iii:.il,^.;" 

.

#i :;-,;,1;' iilli;.,1 . 

il; i; ii:g:: : ;. 
" "#I:;;fili.slx3l ;l;i;. r{s.3:re.r.1thj 

a

Contd,..2,

i:

*ii !:i1i!i,-tr;il.;. 
"n,,

Mr. c. prabhak..,'ea".'

Y:

C.q . Nos .g16g/94 ,

I



1

Eor the Respondents: I{r. S,Markandeya & Mr.Ajay Singh
Advs . ( for- l"1s . C ..Mar_kand.ey?,.Adv )

UPON hearing counseL
f o 11owi rr g :

the Court made the

ORDE R

rn r:-he right oi. o'der dated February g, r.gg5 and
subsecluent order daced y.ey 2, 1995, we adjourrr the hearinq 6f
chese case.s for I 17sgk5 to enal,Ie l,lr.p.p,Rao/ Ie.rrned ,unr-o,
Advocare appearing for thi state of Andlrra pradesh, to
intervene .rnd find out some settlement or solu:lon.

!

ihe cases al:e aCjou.rnecl to September 19, lligi _

. '',t *,
\ '. .-/t5-."

r >. r,. (Luoant )

Coul:t l'1a sier (T. K. Vi s v/a na dh an )
Courl Ma ster

I I

':

1

:, .i,



I TEt'l No . 1 0l Courr No.2

CIVIL AppEAL NO.e852 of 1994

IIYDERABAD C:]tE MI C.'.L .I,}TD
F[lARI4ACEU T1C.\ I,

GOVT. O!'
oRs.

As-DHRA FRIDESi{ a

( with C.A. N<.,. 8853/94,
c.A.Nos . 9305-I0/t99,i

V€ rs us

8854/94, c.A.Nos. t69/94,
& vr.P. (c) 73/95)

Mr. S. C. Birla. Adv

Section XI I-A

AppeIl-an+-

Respondents

cc589/95,

Date:19-9-1,995 These naEters were called onfor hearing today.
-r-)F A Ni .

IIO}I'tsLE I"lR. JUST.tCE KULDIP SINGH
IJO}I'EI-E I{R. JUSTICE S. S}.GHIR AHMED

For-
(in the Pet.t,t joner( s )

c.!,.s,J52/9-4)

In C.A.88a3/91

In C.A.8e54/94

rn c.A.9169/94

Ml:.K.P.1rasaran, qdv.
Flr-.K.S.wamii. adv._ r. -?'!a

I'lr . G [rrr. ndlY-Rao, Sr. adv.
t'lr..C.p.sarathy, s. K.'Sagar, ad vs .
llr. curu Raja Bao/ Sr.Adv.
Ms-Gouri RasgoLra, a.iv,
Ms . Rohina Nath, erlv
( For- Iulls *ha i t,n r, n^ t

.j]] SUPREI,IE COLIRT OF INDTA
RECORD OI' PROCEEDINGS
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Mr.P'P.Rao, Iearne,ci counsel for t.he State of Andhra
pra.lesh has placed on record letter dated September 12, 1995
from the principai Secretajy to Government .fndustries and
Commerce DepartmenE, Andhra pradesh Secretariat, Hyderabad.
1t j.s stated in the letter that Azaqabad .InduBtriel.. Area
( Te-rrnin.rt ion of Regulat icn of .Lease ) fict,. :.S l,i. ii l!ing.:suitabl)/ ahended on the lines as indica.ted. :n the saicl
lef-ter. ?he learned counsel for the parties pray that the
matter be qrd.journeri till the amended provisions come into
force.

List the matter o:t second rvorking Tuesday in February,
r996.

Courr
D udan i )

[laster { T}i ,t4i svanad[7n )
C,:urt gaster

'.. t' ,t .>r

'. ? ..

I



Item 101

S-U_II.REME COUR'I Or, INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDIIIGS

crVrl APPEAT No. 8852 iorllgg+

Court No. 2 Section XI I-A,
Part.-Heard

Appel l- ant
Hyderabad Chemical &

Vs.
Pharmaceutical

qovt. of ep & Drs. l

Ii'i, 3l-3:i; i,,i,, i,i?:,i' i \,lre s t s +, sLP....... (cc)559/95

t Date t3-02-1996

CORAM

HON'BLE MR.
:lON , BLE MB ,

For the appel lant s

?his matter was called. on for hearing Eoday.

,/
KULDIP SINGH
S. , SAGHIR AHI!.IAD

JU S'1.I Ctr
JU S'JICE

,t

For ttre Respondenrs

: y:. .:.c. Eirla, .p.d,/.
. r.r! . r\ . Sl,Jam} , Adv _: Mr. t.tday Kr. Sagar , adv..: I4r ' Rohina Neth, a,i\,. .-.-orM,/s. Khaitan & Co.3 Mr. R. F. Nariman,. .Sr , adv ,Ms, rndu Malhotra, sdv,: Mr . B . Ra j eshwar R.a o / a(iv .I1r. VinaI Dave, adv.' [: ilX$.1ffi.io$;,ehi, adv..,rr.l Drwakar Chatuive8i, adv.: M::' J, K. Das, adv.

: j"ls ,- K..prreshlrari . Sr.fll . T. Anil- KL.tmar, adv.: I.ir. S .t.tarkairdeia, adv.: i,rs. Ch.L tra Markandeya,

i:

!

UPOI{ hearing cor:nsel the Court made Lhe foli.owing

\
opportunity . r,,e adjburn tire, l ear.rng of

26, I996. J,ie make it c:.ear that the
heard and disposed of on that date,

ORDER

Adv.

ad./.

(s.K.Dudani)
Court l4a ster

'.:h es e

rilatEeI

As a last
cases to t4a rch

shall i:e fj.na11y

(liar-chan Ja in )
AR -curn -I:r , S .

1 I

li



Item No.1C1

.. SIIPRIII,IE COURT OF INDrARilcol{ll o!, PROCEEDINGS

EAL NO. 88527t,.;

of A.p. & ors.
appla. for stay) (tor finalc.A. Nos_. 8853, 8854, 9I6S,r.e.No. 2: in c.A. No. aeil)iil

DaEe ; le .4.9(, ,-hi q./.nh.--.^-..-_/ These matter(s) was/were called

CIVIL APP

Hyderabad

Govt.
( rvi tn
(lv].t.h
!rith

CORAM

Court No.2

Kuldip Si ngh
S.Sanghir Ahmed

di sposal )
9385-9310,/94.00

AppeIlant -

Respondent s

s'ag)tgs, w.p. j3/g

on for hearing
today,

i{on ' ble Mr.
Hon ' ble Mr.

For the Appel lant ( sin c.A.No.8852/94 :

in C. A. No. 8853,294

in C. P.. No. 8 85 4,/:9.4

in C. A. No. 9169,29-a

Jus ti. ce
Just i ce

Mr. S. C, BirIa, ACv.
M!'. K. SWAMI i Adv.
Mr. S. Udaya Xumar Sagar, trciv. i

Mr. Suman KhaitAN, ,rdv. fo; M/,: _. fnaltan
& Co.,. Advs.
I{s , indu Malhotra, Adv.
: Mr, J,K. Das, Adi,,.

1n

i-n

in

For
in
i^

CC

vi.P

589'/ 9 5

Nos.9305-9310/94
(c) rro. iz/gs : Mr . \ii rui I :P#c>*u ',, . 

\".

t
i-h e

,r..,

Respondents:
No.9169,/94: ' r,ts,

I,l!)s. 9 3 05 -9 310/,j 4 3

I,larkandaya , adv. +, , ,

G. Prabhakar, Adv.

fo1 I owi ng
UPON hearlng Counsel, t:he Court madg the

OP.DER '

C.A, Nos. 8852, 8853, 8854, 9305- 931 01'94

?hese civil appeals are d.isposed of. No, orders ()n

t\/on,
I.A.IVo. 2.
C.A.llo.9I'j

Delinked. L1s t or: 23.7.96.
CC 5Esi9

terlls
CC

LheOI

589/9s & .p. (c)t{o.
abov(-: ordcr.

71,/9.5 is also disposed.of in

(s.K.Dudani)
Co,-1rt Miste!

piaceo on ttic fi Le.Signed o:der -'- t

I
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