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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2949 OF 2006
SATVIR SI NGH & ORS. ... APPELLANTS
VERSUS

STATE OF J & K AND ORS
RESPONDENTS

W TH
Cl VI L APPEAL NOCS. 2950/ 2006 AND 7295/ 2008

CRDER

These appeal s arise out of a challenge to the Liquor Policy for
the year 2004-05 framed by the State of Jammu & Kashmir. As the
I iquor vends are operable for a year, we find that no relief can now be
granted to the appellants with respect to the policy for the year
20004-05. M. L.N Rao, the |earned senior counsel for the appellants
has, however, pointed out that sone of the observations nade by the
Division Bench in its judgnent dated 21.12.2004 are in favour of
the appellants but the grievance of the appellants is with respect to
the direction to the Departnment to initiate action afresh for
identification of the locations/areas and notify the same in all |eading
newspapers of all the liquor vends including the 89 for which selection
had been made earlier. He also inforns us that a wit petition being

Oiginal Wit Petition No.822/2005 challenging the selection nade in
2

t he year 2005 has been filed and the matter is still pending before
the Hi gh Court. In the light of what has been observed above we find
that the observations afore-referred in the judgnment of the Division

Bench shall be deened to be confined only for the year 2004-05 and

will not affect any allotnment for subsequent years. W also give liberty

to the parties herein to intervene as parties in the wit petition
pending in the J & K High Court. W would al so request the High
Court to dispose of the matter expeditiously and clarify that it wll

open to all parties to raise all issues before the Hi gh Court.

M. T.S. Doabia, the |earned senior counsel appearing for the



appel I ants in C. A. No. 7295/ 2008 has invited our attention
Annexure 'P-3", a Governnment O der dated 22.07.2003 in which sone
exceptions have been carved out with reference to the Iiquor |icences.
This question too will be available to the appellants to argue before
the Hi gh Court.

The appeal s are di sposed of accordingly.

I . A 7/2006, application for intervention is allowed.

( B. SUDERSHAN REDDY )
NEW DELHI ,
APRI L 30, 20009.
| TEM NO. 107 Court No. 10 SECTI ON XVI A

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NQO(s). 2949 OF 2006

SATVIR SI NGH & ORS. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF J. &K. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for intervention and with office report)
WTH Givil Appeal NO 2950 of 2006 and Civil Appeal NO 7295 of 2008
(Wth appln.(s) for stay/direction and with office report)

Dat e: 30/04/2009 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE HARJI T SI NGH BEDI
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M. Ni shant Yadav, Adv.
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M. P.D. Sharnma, Adv.
Ashok WMat hur , Adv
N. Ganpat hy , Adv

Navi n Chawl a , Adv
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Jagjit Singh Chhabra , Adv
M. Y. Prabhakara Rao, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The appeal s are disposed of in terns of the signed order.
I. A No.7/2006, application for intervention is

al | oned.
(Pawan Kurmar) (MS. Negi)
Court Master Court Master

(signed order is placed on the file)



