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

                        CIVIL APPEAL NO. 5678 OF 1998. 

 
 M/s. Vinedale Distilleries Ltd.                                                          Appe
llant (s)

                                                                     Versus

 State of A.P. & Ors.                                                                    Respo
ndent (s)

(With office report)

Date: 10/08/2005  This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHAN
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.B. SINHA

For Appellant(s)          Mr. E.C. Agrawala, Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mr. Manoj Saxena, Adv.
                          Mr. Amit Meharia, Adv.
                          Mr. Debojit Borkakati, Adv.
                          Mr. M.P. Meharia, Adv.

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

             The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed order.  No costs.

      (J.S. Rawat)                                                                  (Kanwal Si
ngh)
      Court Master                                                                        Cour
t Master             

                                  [Signed order is placed on the file].

                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                   CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                   CIVIL APPEAL NO. 5678 OF 1998. 



 
M/s. Vinedale Distilleries Ltd.                                                Appellant (s)

                                                         Versus

State of A.P. & Ors.                                                         Respondent (s)

                                 O R D E R       

           Since seven years from the date of the order passed by the Board

for Industrial & Financial Reconstruction (BIFR) have lapsed, in view of

the   proviso   to   sub-Section   (3)   to   Section   22   of   The   Sick   Industrial

Companies   (Special   Provisions)   Act,   1985,   this   appeal   has   become

infructuous and is dismissed as such.  No costs.

                                            .................................................J
.
                                            (ASHOK BHAN)

New Delhi;                                  ..................................................
J.
August 10, 2005.                            (S.B. SINHA)


