C. A No. 5168 OF 2000
| TEM No. 1 and 64 Court No. 11 SECTI ON XVI
AN MATTER

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A NO 10-11 & 15 I.A No. 17 in I.A No.10 and 16 In
Givil Appeal No.5168/ 2000

SANCHAYANI SAVI NGS | NVESTMENT(1) LT. &ORS Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF WEST BENGAL & ORS Respondent (s)
(For appoi ntnent of Special Oficer and appln. for exenption fromfiling the official translat
ion and direction and appln. for inpleadment and for direction/clarification of Ct’'s order dt.

6.2.04 and office report)
with I.A No.18 (for directions) and I.A Nos....... (For inpl eadnent and intervention)
and Connt. Pet.(C) No.389/2004 In C. A No.5168/ 2000
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 12/ 04/ 2004 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ARUN KUVAR
HON BLE DR JUSTICE AR LAKSHVANAN

For Appellant (s)
M. S.V. Deshpande, Adv.

M. G K Bansal, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
M. Rana Mikherjee, Adv.
M. Siddharth Gautam Adv.
M. Deba Prasad Mikherj ee, Adv.
M. Goodwi Il | ndeevar, Adv.

M. D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.

M. Ranmesh Babu M R, Adv.
Ms. Mani sha, Adv.

Ms. Maya, Adv.

M. Srijit Mhanty, Adv.

B. B. Sawhney, Sr. Adv.
Ri tesh Kumar, Adv.
I ndra Sawhney, Adv.
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M. S. N Bhat, Adv.

M. Ait Kumar Pande, Adv.

M. Prashant Kumar, Adv.
Ms. Sarl a Chandra, Adv.

M. S.MJadhav, Adv.



M. Mikesh K. Gri, Adv.

Ms. Hema Sahu, adv.
M. P.C. Shrivastava, Adv.
M. C. L.Sahu, Adv.

M. Vivek K. Thankha, Sr. Adv.
M. Prashant Kumar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The | earned counsel for the respondent, namely, M. Sudipto Sen submits that his client has b
een able to collect sone original FDRs, original title deeds of properties and other original
docunents, which he is willing to handover to the Special officer appointed by this Court. L
et the Counsel prepare a proper index of all the docunents which he wants to handover to the S
pecial officer who is present in the Court. The Special Oficer will receive these docunents
and process the same for necessary further action. The Special Oficer will suggest on the ne
xt date of hearing the steps which are required to be taken in this behalf.
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The | earned counsel for M. Sen has further suggested that his client is willing to hold a nee
ting with the Special Oficer at Calcutta. Let both the parties fix up appropriate date, tine
and place for the nmeeting in the neanwhile. The neeting may be arranged with the help of cou
nsel for the parties.

Li st these matters on 26th April, 2004.

(Sukhbir Paul Kaur))
Court Master

(S. Mal kani)
Asstt. Registrar



