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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 5125 OF 2001

MS. K S. CHATHUNNI & CO. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF TAM L NADU & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

WTH Civil Appeal NO 5126 of 2001
(Wth Appln.(s) for pernission to place addl. docunents
on record and with office report)

Date: 24/11/2009 These Appeal s were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R M LCDHA

For Appellant(s) M. K V. Vishwanat han, Sr. adv.
Ms. Anmbuj am Kannan, Adv.
Ms. V. Mhana, Adv.
Ms. Nidhi R, Adv.
M. Anup Kumar, Adv.
M. Abhi shek K., Adv.
M. K. V. Venkat aranman, Adv.

M N. Krishnamani, Sr. Adv.
Ranji Thonas, Adv.

V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.

M T. George, Adv.

For Respondent (s) R Nedumar an, Adv. (Not Present)

V. Krishnanmurthy, Sr. Adv.
T. Harish Kumar, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
The appeals are disnmissed in terns of the signed
or der. No order as to the costs.
However , keepi ng in view the facts

circunstances of the case, we direct that the respondents
wi Il not nake any recovery fromthe appellant in both

these appeal s under Rule 21(2) of the Tami| Nadu Toddy
and Arrack Shops (Disposal in Auction) Rules, 1981 in

respect of resale of the shops in question.

(Aay Kr. Jain) (I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

and



Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CIVIL APPEAL NO. 5125 OF 2001
K. S. Chat hunni & Co. Ce Appel | ant
Ver sus
State of Tami| Nadu & Os. C Respondent s
WTH
C.A. NO 5126/2001
ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.
Bot h these appeal s i nvol ve a comobn question of |aw
Civil Appeal No. 5125/2003 and G vil Appeal No. 5126/2003 have

been fil ed against the judgnment and order dated 19.1.2001 and

05. 01. 2001 respectively of t he Hi gh Court of Judi cature
Madr as.

On the facts of the present case, we are not inclined to
interfere with the inpugned judgnents and orders in exercise of
our di scretionary jurisdiction under Article 136 of
Consti tution. Bot h the appeal s are di sm ssed. No order as to
the costs.

However, keeping in view the facts and circunstances of
t he case, we direct t hat t he respondents will not make any
recovery fromthe appellant in both these appeals under Rule
21(2) of the Tanmi| Nadu Toddy and Arrack Shops (Disposal in
Auct i on) Rul es, 1981 in respect of resal e of t he shops in
questi on.

..................... J.

(RM LCDHA)
NEW DELH ;
NOVEMBER 24, 2009
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