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| TEM NO. 10+49 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON X
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRI T PETITION (CRL.) NO(s). 16 OF 2012 (FOR PREL. HEARI NG)

KUBER TOBACCO PRODUCTS P. LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for ex-Parte stay and office report)
WTH WP(CRL.) NO 22 of 2012
(Wth appln. for ex-parte stay and office report)
Cvil Appeal NO 2281 of 2012
(Wth appl ns. For exemption fromfiling c/c of the inmpugned
judgnent, directions and office report)
WP(CRL.) NO 23 of 2012
(Wth appln. for ex-parte stay and office report)
WP(CRL.) NO. 28 of 2012
(Wth appln. for directions and office report)
WP(CRL.) NO 29 of 2012
(Wth appln. for directions and office report)
Date: 27/02/2012 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE ALTAMVAS KABI R
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR

For the parties:
Shanti Bhushan, Sr. Adv.
Mukul Rohatgi, Sr. Adv.
I ndu Mal hotra, Sr. Adv.
Saur abh Kirpal, Adv.
Karan Bhariyoke, Adv.
Vi vek Jain, Adv.
R K. Adsure, Adv.
G K. Sarkar, Adv.

M. Vi kas Upadhyay, Adv.

M. Nikhil Jain, Adv.

M. Rakesh Dahiya, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
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ORDER

WP.(CRL) NO. 16/2012
The i ssue i nvol ved in this mat t er has si nce been
settled by this Court in the case of Om Prakash & Anr.
Vs. Uni on of India and Anr . [WP. (crl.) No. 66
2011 deci ded on 30 th

Sept enber, 2011, wherein t he
provi sions of Section 155 Cr.P.C. have been considered
in detail.

The petitioner will, t her ef or e, be at liberty to
pr oceed bef ore t he appropriate forum for t he relief
sought . The petitioner will be free to raise t he

contenti ons, rai sed in WP.(Crl.) 16/ 2012 [on board
today], inter alia, relating to non-conpliance with the

provi si ons of Secti ons 155 Cr.P.C, before any ot her
appropriate court or tribunal

The Wit petition is di sposed of with t he

af or esai d observati ons.

W P. (CRL) Nos. 22/2012 & 23/2012

These Wit petitions are di sposed of in t he same
terms as indicated above in WP.(Crl) No. 16/2012

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2281 COF 2012

As far as C A No. 2281 of 2012 is concer ned,
havi ng heard | earned counsel for the appellant, we are
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not i nclined to entertain t he appeal and t he same
di sm ssed

WP. (CRL) Nos. 28/2012 & 29/2012

of



Let Rul e i ssue in t hese Wit petitions,

returnabl e t wo weeks hence. Let t he Rul e be served
bot h in t he usual course and al so by way of Dast i
servi ce.
(G SUDHAKARA RAO
COURT MASTER (JUG NDER KAUR)

ASS| STANT REG STRAR
[ SIGNED ORDER IN C. A, NO. 2281/2012 IS PLACED ON THE FI LE]
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO 2281 OF 2012

KUBER TOBACCO PRODUCTS PVT. LTD. ... APPELLANT

VERSUS

COVWNR. OF CENTRAL EXCI SE ... RESPONDENT

ORDER

Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the appellant, we

are not i nclined to entertain t he appeal and t he same
is dismssed.

............................. J.

(ALTAMAS KABI R)

............................. J.

( SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR)
NEW DELHI ,
27-02-2012



