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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. 13375  OF 1996@@
                   CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

M.P. IRON & STEEL CO.                   .....           APPELLANT(S)

                                Versus

STATE OF M.P. & ORS.                   ......           RESPONDENT(S)

(With application for stay and office report)

Date:   16/01/2001   These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM:
        HON’BLE MR.  JUSTICE B.N. KIRPAL
        HON’BLE MR.  JUSTICE D.P. MOHAPATRA
        HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE RUMA PAL

For Appellant(s)        Mr. Rajesh Prasad Singh, Adv.

For Respondent(s)       Mr. S.K. Agnihotri, Adv.
                        Ms. Madhur Dadlani, Adv.

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

........L.......I........T........T.......T.......T.......T.......J
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                The   appeal   is  dismissed   as   having   become
        infructuous.
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        Kalyani.                                     (S.L. GOYAL)@@
        AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
                                                     COURT MASTER @@
        A      AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

                   (Signed Order is placed on the file.)
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                      IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                      CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                      CIVIL APPEAL NO. 13375 OF 1996@@
                      EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

   M.P. Iron & Steel Co.                         .....    Appellant

                                 Versus

   State of M.P. & Ors.                          .....   Respondent

                                O R D E R@@
                                EEEEEEEEE

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......J
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                Learned  counsel for the appellant states that by
        the  judgment  of the High Court the vires of the  Madhya
        Pradesh  Sthaniya  Kshetra  Me  Mal ke  Pravesh  Par  Kar
        Adhiniyam,  1976 (M.P.  Entry Tax Act) was upheld but the
        case  was remanded for a fresh decision.  Thereafter,  an
        assessment  order had been passed which is subject matter
        of  a  revision  which is pending in the  High  Court  of
        Madhya  Pradesh.   All contentions which are open to  the
        appellant  have  been taken there and in view thereof  he
        wishes to withdraw this appeal.
                The appeal is dismissed as infructuous.
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                                        ........................J
                                        (B.N. KIRPAL)

                                        ........................J
                                        (D.P. MOHAPATRA)

        New Delhi,                      ........................J
        January 16, 2001.               (RUMA PAL)


