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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Gwvil)...... /2009
CC 4331/ 2009

(From the judgenent and order dated 26/03/2009 in APO No. 82/2009 of The
H GH COURT OF CALCUTTA)

| NTRNATI ONAL SEA PORTS( HALDI A) P. LTD. Petiti oner(s)
VERSUS
BOARD OF TRUST. FOR THE PORT OF CAL. &ANR. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for perm ssion and exenption and with prayer for interimrelief
and office report )

Date: 17/04/2009 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR JUSTICE V. S. S| RPURKAR

For Petitioner(s) Dr. A M Singhvi, Sr.Adv.

. Debol Banerjee, Sr. Adv.
Ruby Si ngh Ahuja, Adv.
Sinran Brar, Adv.
Abeer Kumar, Adv.
R Karanjawal a, Adv.
. Mani k Karanj awal a, Adv. for
M S. Karanjawal a & Co.

FSSFFS

M. GE. Vahanvati, SG
M. A V. Rangam Adv.
M. B. A Ranganat han, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Permission to file Special Leave Petition is granted.

We have heard | earned counsel appearing for the
2

parties.

We note with utter consternation that inspite of every
possi ble effort, the copy of the judgnent dated 26. 3. 2009 passed
by the Division Bench in A P.O No. 82 of 2009 has not been
provided to the petitioner so far. That shoul d never have
happened. At |east, the copy of the operative order should have
been given to the parties. That was the nmininumright of the

parties. W hope that this does not happen in future.



Thi s Special Leave Petition has become infructuous
because the bank guarantee has adm ttedly been encashed.
Therefore, we |leave the matter as that.

Dr. A°M Singhvi, |earned senior counsel appearing for
the petitioner, however, expresses that the judgnent dated
26. 3. 2009 of the Division Bench of the Calcutta H gh Court
passed in A P.O No. 82 of 2009 might come against the parties
concerned and, therefore, some protection should be provided to
the petitioner.

In the facts and circunstances of the case, we feel that
for any future course to the litigation, the aforesaid judgment of
the Division Bench of the Calcutta H gh Court shall not be
consi der ed.

This Special Leave Petition is, accordingly, disnssed as

havi ng becone i nfructuous.

(Par deep Kunar) ( I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master



