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CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 356 OF 2006

M S ENBEE PLANTATION LTD. & ORS. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling O T., PERM SSI ON TO FI LE ADDL.

IDAVIT and office report ))
W TH
APPEAL(CRL) NO. 357 of 2006(Wth office report)

Date: 13/09/2011 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR PRASAD
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE RANJANA PRAKASH DESAI

For Appellant(s)M. Prashant Kunmar, Adv.
M. Anurag Sharna, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Shankar Chillarge, AAG for
Ms. Asha Gopal an Nair, Adv.

M. Chander Shekhar Ashri , Adv
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The Appeals are disnissed in terns of the signed order.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a)
Court Master

(I'ndu Satija)
Court Master

[signed order is placed on the file]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 356 OF 2006

Ms Enbee Plantation Ltd. & Qthers..Appellants
ver sus

State of Maharashtra & O hers..Respondents
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W TH

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO. 357 OF 2006

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

These Appeal s have been fil ed agai nst the inpugned judgnent and order dated 23rd March, 2004 p
assed by the Hi gh Court of Judicature at Bonbay, Nagpur Bench, Nagpur in Application No.N | of
2004 in Criminal Wit Petition No.180 of 2003 and 220/2003 respectively.

Respondents had filed the wit application before the Hi gh Court, inter alia, praying for a di
rection to the authorities constituted under Sections 3 & 4 of the Maharashtra Protection of
Interests of Depositors (In Financial Establishnents) Act, 1999 ( for short 'the Act’) to take
appropriate action against the Directors of the appellant No.1l-Enbee Plantation Limted. It
is resisted by the appellants herein on the ground that the matter is pending before the Conpa
ny Judge, Madhya Pradesh Hi gh Court. The High Court rejected the plea of the appellants and o
bserved that the authorities shall act with fairness so as to achieve the object of the Act.
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The constitutional validity of the Act has been upheld by this Court in K K Baskaran vs. Stat
e represented by its Secretary, Tam| Nadu & Qthers, reported in (2011) 3 SCC 793.

We do not find any nerit in these appeals and they are, accordingly, dism ssed.

[ CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD

New Del hi;..... ... . ... J.
Sept enber 13, 2011] RANJANA PRAKASH DESAI ]



