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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I A 10/ 2009 in CIVIL APPEAL NO. 6776 OF 2009

TI RUPUR DYEI NG FACTORY OWENERS ASS. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
NOYYAL RI VER A. PROTECTI ON ASS. & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for clarification of court’s order 6.10.2009)
Wth I.A 11 in C A 6776 of 2009.

Date: 25/01/2010 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.
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HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERMA
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B.S. CHAUHAN
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Kri shnamurthy Raja, Adv.
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R Padmanabhan, Adv.
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Raj i v Dhawan, Sr. Adv.
Dayan Krishnan, Adv.
Gaut am Nar ayan, Adv.
Ni khil Menon, Adv.

Ni khil Nayyar, Adv.
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Bi nu Tanta , Adv
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R. Nedunmran , Adv
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
I.A 10 and I . A 11

The applications are disposed of in terms of the
si gned order.

(Kanchan Jai n) (Veera Verm)
AR Court Master



Signed order is placed on the file.
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

I.A No. 10 of 2009
in
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6776 OF 2009

Ti rupur Dyeing Factory Oaners Assn. . ... Appel I ant
VS.

Noyyal River Ayacutdars Protection Assn. ... .Respondent

and O's.

Wth I.A No. 11 in Cvil Appeal No. 6776 of 2009

ORDER
I.A No. 10
The i mpugned orders, passed by the H gh Court in pending

Wit Petition, were challenged before us and we had di sposed of the

sane by our order dated 6th October, 2009. As per our Judgnrent,

payment s have to be made by the Petitioner Association and t he
Associ ati on now seeks time for paynent of t he anount . The
Association is given three nonths’ tine to pay the anmount. As the

main petition is pending in the Hi gh Court, the High Court is given
liberty to dispose of the petition on its nerits.
W make it clear that we are naking this order as part of
t he or der passed earlier. The application is di sposed of

accordi ngly.
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I.A No. 11
The applicant would be at liberty to approach the High

Court for appropriate relief. The application is disposed of.

(K. G BALAKRI SHNAN)



(DR B.S. CHAUHAN)

New Del hi
January 25, 2010.



