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        ITEM NO. 101      COURT NO.  5          SECTION II
        PART-HEARD

                        SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                     CRL. APPEAL NO(s) 1022/2000@@
                     CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

        PARTAP STEELS LTD. & ORS.                   Appellant (s)

                                Versus

        GLENCORE INDIA PRIVATE LTD. & ANR.          Respondent (s)
        WITH
        Crl.Appeal Nos.1023-1027/2000

        Date:21.3.2002. This/These Appeal(s) was/were called
                        on for hearing today.

        CORAM:
                HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE M.B. SHAH
                HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE D.M. DHARMADHIKARI

        For the Appellant (s)   Mr.Ranjit Kumar,Sr.Adv.,
                                Ms.Bina Gupta,Adv.,
                                Mrs.Rakhi Ray,Adv.

        For the Respondent (s)  Mr.R.K. Jain,Sr.Adv.,
                                Ms.Kavita,Adv.,
                                Mr.Rajan Narain,Adv.

                                Mr.Kailash Vasdev, Sr.Adv.,
                                Mr.C. Mukhopadhaya,Adv.,
                                Mr.Manish Kumar,Adv.,
                                Ms.Ruchira Sharan,Adv.,
                                Mr.Rakesh K. Sharma,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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                Mr.R.K.   Jain,  the learned senior counsel  resumed
        his  arguments  at  10.55  and   concluded  at  11.25   a.m.
        Thereafter Mr.  Ranjit Kumar, learned senior counsel replied
        for some time.
                The  appeals are allowed, the impugned judgments and
        orders  passed  by the High Court are set aside in terms  of
        the  signed order.  The trial court to decide the matters in
        accordance with law after considering the relevant Judgments
        rendered by this Court.
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       (D.L. Chugh)                             (K.K. Chadha)
       Court Master                             Court Master
                  Signed order is placed on the file

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
CRIMINAL APPEAL No.1022 OF 2000

Partap Steels Ltd. & Ors.                                     & Appellants



                Versus
Glencore India Private Ltd. & Anr.                      & Respondents

WITH

CRIMINAL APPEAL NOS.1023-27 OF 2000

O R D E R

        Heard the learned counsel for the parties exhaustively.

        In our view, it has been rightly pointed out that the judgment
and order passed by the High Court solely relying upon the paragraph
18 of the judgment rendered by this Court in Kusum Ingots & Alloys
Ltd. v. Pennar Peterson Securities Ltd. & Ors. [(2000) 2 SCC 745]
cannot be sustained.  For that purpose, the learned counsel for the
appellants has relied upon paragraph 19 of the said judgment.  As
against this, the learned counsel for the respondents cited other
judgments of this Court which are not required to be dealt with at this
stage as it is agreed by the learned counsel for the parties that the
matters be remitted to the trial court for deciding the same in
accordance with law after considering all the judgments rendered by
this court.

        In this view of the matter, these appeals are allowed.  The
impugned judgment and order passed by the High Court is quashed
and set aside.  The trial court to decide the matters in accordance with
law after considering al the relevant judgments.

By interim order, we have directed the trial court to pass
appropriate order granting exemption from appearance during the trial
on the condition mentioned in the said order.  If such order passed by
the trial court is for a limited period, it would be open to the
appellants to approach the trial court for granting such further
exemption on the condition that on behalf of the appellants learned
counsel would appear on all posting dates and that they would remain
present before the Court on the date when their presence is imperative.

The appeals stand disposed of accordingly.

& & & & .& & & & & & & & .J.
                                               (M.B. SHAH)

                             ..& & & .& & & & & .& & ....J.
                        (D.M. DHARMADHIKARI)
New Delhi;
March 21, 2002.


