f ,
C. A No. 1247 OF 1999
.UP 10 2; Draft, sntst; -n -PA4 -dFX-NORMAL -y -e; dunbp

L....... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T R
| TEM No. 102 Court No. 1 SECTI ON XV
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1247 OF 1999@@
606006000060060000600600600600

M s. | TC Bhadrachal am Paper Boards Ltd. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS

State of A P. & Os. Respondent (s)
( Wth office report )

Date : 23/08/ 2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

' BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
' BLE MR JUSTI CE K. T. THOVAS

HON BLE MR JUSTICE R C. LAHOTI
 BLE MR, JUSTI CE N. SANTOSH HEGDE
' BLE MR, JUSTI CE S. N. VARI AVA

Nari man, Sr. adv.
Verma, Sr. adv.
ai | ash Vasdev, Sr. adv.
K Shandi |l ya, adv.
B Bhul | ar, adv.
ubhash C. Sharma, adv.
Khanna, adv.

For Appellant (s)
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For Respondent (s)
V lyer, Sr. adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER
................ e I J
SP2
Let the matter be listed, for its disposal in
accordance wth Ilaw, before a three-Judge Bench in
terns of the signed order.
. SP1
(Kanchan Jai n) (Prem Prakash)
AR- cum PS Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file.
. PAA
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVviL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1247 OF 1999@@
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M s. | TC Bhadrachal am Paper Boards Ltd. ... .Appel | ant
VS.
The State of A P. & Os. ....Respondents
O R D E R@@
cceeeeece
T T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T J
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By an order dated 21st March, 2001, a three Judge Bench of
this Court has referred the natter to a larger Bench for re-
consideration of the majority viewin the judgnent of the nine Judge
Bench in Mafatlal Industries Ltd. & Ors. vs. Union of India & Os.@@
CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC CCee
(1997) 5 SCC 536.

Appearing on behalf of the appellant, M. F.S. Narinman, |earned
Seni or counsel subnits that he does not question the correctness of
the majority viewin Mafatlal’'s case. Learned Solicitor General, @@
ccceeccececc
appearing for the State, also submts that the State does not question
the correctness of the majority viewin Mafatlal’'s case (supra). W@
ccceeceececece
al so do not doubt its correctness.
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2.

That being the position, it appears that reference to a |arger
Bench for a fresh | ook of the judgnent in Mafatlal’s case is not called@@
ccceeceece
for.

Under the circunstances, we direct that the Gvil Appeal be
listed, for its disposal in accordance with | aw, before a three-Judge
Bench.

. SP1



(S. N VARI AVA)
New Del hi
August 23, 2001.



