
fIT E M NO.1 0 1                   COURT NO.4                S EC T I O N IIA

            S UP R E M E COUR T OF I N D I A
                   R ECO R D OF P R OC E E D I N G S

                   CRIM I N A L AP P E A L NO(s). 1 0 6 5 OF 2 0 0 1

N E P C MICON LT D.                                     Appellant (s)

                     VE R S U S

S.N. MUK H E R J E E & ANR.                                  Respondent(s)

(With office report)

Date: 0 1 / 0 5 / 2 0 0 8   This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORA M :
    HON’B L E Dr. JUS T I C E ARI J I T PA S A Y A T
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E P. SATH A S I V A M
    HON’B L E DR. JUS T I C E MUKUN D A K A M SHA R M A

For Appellant(s)        Mr. P r adeep Ghosh, Sr.Adv.
                                   Mr. Sanjay Sen,Adv.
                                   Mr. Ran a S. Biswa s,Adv.
                                   Mr. Mridul Chakr aborty,Adv.
                Ms. Indra Sawhney,Adv.

For Respondent(s)           Mr. P r adeep Ku m a r Ba k s hi,Adv.
                                       Mr. Raj at Nevat,Adv.
                                       Mr. Madhur Yadav,Adv.

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

                            The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed order.

                          (Neena Verm a)                               (Vijay Aggarwal)
                     Court Master                              Court Master

                                       Signed order is placed on the file.
                     IN TH E SU P R E M E COURT OF INDI A
                        CRIM I N A L A P P E L L A T E JUR I S D I C T I O N

                         CRIM I N A L AP P E A L NO.1 0 6 5 OF 2 0 0 1

NE P C MICON LT D.                                                          ...Appellant

                           Versus

S.N. MUK H E R J E E AND AN R.                                              ...Respondents



                                                O R D E R

             Heard learned counsel for the parties.

             We find no scope for interference in this appeal. The appeal

is, accordingly, dismissed.

                               ..................... J.
                                                           (Dr. ARI J I T PA S A Y A T )

                                                      .....................J .
                                                      (P. SATH A S I V A M)

                                                           ..................... J.
                                                      (Dr. MUKUN D A K A M SHA R M A)
New Delhi,
May 0 1, 2 0 0 8 .


