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 SLP(C)No. 9805-9810 OF 2001

ITEM No.2                    Court No. 8                  SECTION IX
                                                          A/N MATTER

             S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.9805-9810/2001

  (From the judgement and order dated 24/04/2001 in AN 19/01 ETC.
   of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

  RENUKA DATLA & ANR.                                       Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  DUPHAR INTERFRAN LIMITED                                  Respondent (s)

( With Appln(s). for impleading party and with prayer for Interim
  Relief and Office Report )
( With application for impleadment/intervention )

  Date : 05/09/2001 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SYED SHAH MOHAMMED QUADRI
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.N. PHUKAN

  For Petitioner (s)    Mr. Shanti Bhushan, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. Kapil Sibbal, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. S. Madhusudhan Babu, Adv. for
                        Mr. Mukesh K. Giri,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. Ashok Desai, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. DA. Dave, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. Darpan Wadhwa, Adv.
                        Mr. Ramesh Singh, Adv.
                        Mr. Prasanth P. Adv.
                        Ms. Bina Madhavan, Adv.
                        Mr. M. Dhananjay Reddy, Adv. for
                        Mr. S. Udaya Kumar Sagar,Adv.

  For Intervenor (s)    Mr. RF. Nariman, S .Adv.
                        Mr. LN. Gupta, Adv.

                        Mr. PP. Malhotra, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. KC. Kaushik, Adv. for
                        Mr. SN. Terdol, Adv.

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

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T....J
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                Applications for impleadment are allowed.
                Applications for intervention are also allowed.
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                We  have  heard learned counsel for the petitioner  as
        also  the  learned  counsel  representing  various  groups  of
        different  share holders.

                On  May  21,  2001 we issued notice in  these  Special
        Leave Petitions and passed the following interim order:

................L.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......J....R
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                "There  shall  be interim stay if the scheme  has
                not already been implemented as on today."

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T....J
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                Having  heard  the learned counsel for the parties  at
        length,  we  are  of  the view that it will not  be  just  and
        appropriate  to interdict the implementation of the scheme  at
        this stage.  However, while modifying the above quoted interim
        order  accordingly  we  make it clear that  any  action  taken
        pursuant  to  the judgment and order of the High  Court  under
        challenge,  will  be subject to the final order that would  be
        passed by this Court.
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        (S.Thapar)                                 (Kanwal Singh)@@
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      PS to Registrar                               Court Master@@
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