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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).3951/2010

(From the judgement and order dated 26/08/2009 in       WA No. 1730/2008
of The HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

M/S. ICL SUGARS LTD NOW CORMANDEL SU.LTD                Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

STATE OF KARNATAKA & ORS.                               Respondent(s)

(With office report )

Date: 18/10/2010    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE V.S. SIRPURKAR
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE CYRIAC JOSEPH

For Petitioner(s)      Mr.   Mukul Rohtagi, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr.   Hari Shankar K,Adv.
                       Mr.   Hari Shankar. K, Adv.
                       Mr.   Vikas Singh Jangra, Adv.

For Respondent(s)      Mr. Shanth Kr. V. Mahale, Adv.
                       Mr. Rajesh Mahale,Adv.
                       Mr. Hareesha, Adv.

For State              Ms. Anitha Shenoy ,Adv

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

              Leave granted

              The appeal is disposed of in terms of signed order

            (Pardeep Kumar)                        (Shashi Bala Vij)
             Court Master                               Court Master
                 [ SIGNED ORDER IS PLACED ON THE FILE ]
                        IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                    CIVIL APPEELATE        JURISDICTION

                  CIVIL APPEAL NO. 9109 OF 2010
           [ARISING OUT OF S.L.P. (C) NO. 3951 OF 2010 ]

     M/S. ICL SUGARS LTD.
     NOW COROMANDEL SUGARS. LTD.                       ...APPELLANT

              VERSUS

     STATE    OF KARNATAKA & ORS.                      ...RESPONDENTS



                                     O R D E R

1.      Leave granted.

2.      The appellant is aggrieved by the following conditions

made in the impugned judgment             of the High Court:

       "     1.   The     appellant-sugar    cane   factory     shall   issue
       order for cutting sugar cane crop within 24 hours
       from       the    date   of    receiving   information    about   the
       sugar cane crop being ready for harvesting.
       2.          The writ petitioners shall cut the sugar cane
       crop and transport the same to the factory of the
       appellant within 48 hours and the said sugar cane
       shall be purchased by the appellant.
       3.          The appellant-sugar factory shall purchase the
       sugar cane crop and load the sugar cane crop within
       24 hours from the date the sugar cane reaches the
       gate of the appellant - sugar factory.
       4.          The appellant shall make payment of the price
       of the sugar cane within 14 days from                  the date of
       supply of the sugar cane.
       5.          If there is violation of any of the condition
       No. 1 to 4 referred to above, it is open to the writ
       petitioners           to supply the sugar cane to the 4th

                                         : 2 :
       respondent in the writ petition (respondent No. 3 in
       this appeal - M/s Ambica Sugars Ltd. Lessee of M/s.
       Sriram Sahakara Sakkare Karkane Ltd., Chunchankatte,
       K.R. Nagar, Mysore)."

6.        We have considered the conditions and heard the learned

counsel     for    the       parties     extensively      on    the        question   of

relevance of these conditions.

7.        We do not          find anything wrong with condition Nos. 1 to

4 which, in our view,              are in consonance with the statement

made before the High Court by the learned counsel for the

appellant.    They are farmer friendly conditions, hence, we will

not   interfere.            However,    insofar    as     condition         No.   5   is

concerned, in our view, that is not in keeping with the spirit

of the Sugarcane (Control) Order.                 That condition goes slightly

contrary to same.              Condition No. 5 is, therefore, deleted.

However,      it       is    clarified    that    if    any    of    the    parties   is

aggrieved         on    account    of    breach    of    any    of    the     aforesaid

conditions 1-4 it/they shall be at liberty                          to approach the

appropriate authority under the Sugarcane (Control) Order.



8.        With these observations, the appeal stands disposed of
                    .........................J.
                     [ V.S. SIRPURKAR ]

                    ........................J.
                     [ CYRIAC JOSEPH ]
NEW DELHI
OCTOBER 18, 2010.


