A$l TEM NO 40 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON XVI

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).16829/2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 13/05/2004 in CAN No.3066/2004 in MAT No.

743/ 1997 of The HI GH COURT OF CALCUTTA)

DR GEN.C. S.1.R AND ORS. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

ARDHENDU SI NGHA AND ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for c/ del ay in filing SLP, i npl eadnent , per mi ssi on to file
i nder

af fidavit)

Date: 05/02/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASHOK BHAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. S. S| RPURKAR
For Petitioner(s) M. Raju Ramachandran, Sr. Adv.
M. Saket Sikri, Adv.
Ms. Madhu Sikri, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. S.K Bhattacharya, Adv.for

M s. Sarl a Chandr a, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

rejo



ORDER

Del ay condoned.

Leave granted.

The Appeal

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (Kanwal Si ngh)
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed Order is placed on the Fil €]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 489 OF 2007
(Arising out of SLP(C) No.16829/2005)
Director CGeneral, Counsel of Scientific
& Industrial Research and Others .. Appel l ants

Ver sus

Ardhendu Singha & Ot hers

ORDER

Del ay condoned. Leave granted.

Agai nst t he order passed by
C. O No. 1720( W/ 1993, t he appel I ant s
di sni ssed on 22. 8. 2002. Thereafter,

appel l ants, the appeal was restored. The

is allowed with costs of Rs.25,000/-.

.. Respondent s

t he H gh Court on 18.12.1996
filed an appeal whi ch was
an application filed by
Appeal was again disnissed

in

t he



for def aul t on 6. 1. 2003. An application for recal | of t he

6. 1. 2003 was filed whi ch was al so di sm ssed on 22.1.2004 on

ground t hat till t hat dat e no certified copy of t he i mpugned

and order dated 18th December, 1996 was fil ed. Again, an application

for recall of the order dated 22.1.2004 was fil ed whi ch was di sm ssed

on 17. 3. 2004. Lastly, Review application bei ng CAN  No. 3066/ 04

(Revi ew) was filed whi ch has been di sm ssed on 13. 05. 2004 by

i mpugned order.

On t he pecul i ar facts and ci rcunst ances of t he case,

satisfied that it is a case in which detail ed exani nation of the inpugned

order passed by the | earned Single Judge of the H gh Court is required

to be nade by the Division Bench. Accordingly, this appeal is allowed,

orders passed in review and appl i cations for recal | of t he orders

order

t he

t he

dat

j udgnent

di smi ssi ng t he appeal are set asi de and t he appeal is ordered

restored to its original nunber. The Hi gh Court shall now proceed with

the appeal in accordance with | aw

For t he unnecessary har assnent caused to t he respondents

and for default of the appellants, we inpose a cost of Rupees twenty five

t housand whi ch is to be pai d to t he respondents. No orders

requi red on the application for inpleadnent and the applicants will be

at liberty to appr oach t he Hi gh Court, i f t hey SO desire.
an

application is filed t he Hi gh Court shal | consi der t he same

in

are

| f

are

to

such

ed

be



accordance with | aw.

The Appeal is allowed wth costs of Rs.25,000/-.

NEW DELHI ;e

FEBRUARY 05, 2007. [ V. S. SI RPURKAR]



