NI TEM NO. 1E COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON XI V
[ FOR JUDGVENT]

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).9553/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 30/11/2009 in LPA No. 613/2009 of
The H GH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELH)
M S KUNJ ALUM NI UM P. LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
M S KONl NKLI JKE PHI LI PS ELECTRONI CS NV Respondent (s)

Dat e: 04/04/2011 This Petition was called on for Judgnent today.

HEARD BY HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA

For Petitioner(s)
M. Rajiv Mehta, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. R Chandrachud, Adv.
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU pronounced t he
j udgnent of the Bench conprising H s Lordship and
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA.

Leave granted.

The Appeal is all owed.

( Raj esh Dham) ( Neelam Arora )
Court Master Court Master

(reportabl e signed judgnent is placed on the file)

REPORTABLE
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
Gl VIL APPEAL NO. 2915 OF 2011
(Arising out of Special Leave Petition (O No. 9553 of 2010)
Ms. Kunj Alum niumPrivate Limted .. Appellant (s)

-VvVersus-

Ms. Koninklijke Phillips Electronics NV .. Respondents (s)

JUDGMENT

Mar kandey Katju, J.



1. Leave granted.

2. Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

3. Thi s appeal has been filed agai nst t he i mpugned
judgnent of the Del hi High Court dated 30.11.2009 passed in

Letters Patent Appeal No.613 of 2009. W thout going into
the merits of the controversy we find that the inpugned

j udgnent of the Division Bench dated 30.11.2009 gives no

reasons.

4. The i mpugned  j udgnent of t he Di vi si on
ly
states :

"5. We have heard M. Arvind N gam | earned
Seni or counsel appearing for the appellant at

| engt h. We have al so perused the docunents on
records as well as the inpugned judgnent of the
| earned Singl e Judge.

6. We are of the considered view that the

i mpugned order suffers fromno legal infirmty
whi ch warrants interference by way of appeal."

5. In our opinion this was not the way to di spose off an
appeal . The i mpugned order is too cryptive.

have been at |east a brief discussion of facts and sone
reasons. It has been held by this Court that

order of affirmance nust give sone reasons, even if brief

vi de Chai r man, Di sciplinary Aut hority, Rani
a

Kshetriya G am n Bank VS. Jagdi sh Sharan Varshney & Os.

JT 2009(4) SC 519. Hence we set aside the inpugned order

and remand the matter to the Division Bench for a fresh
hearing in accordance with | aw, expeditiously.

6. Appeal is all owed. No costs.

[ GYAN SUDHA M SRA]
NEW DELH :
APRI L 04, 2011
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