rtI TEM NO 201 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).3395/2006

(From the judgenent and order dated 22/05/2006 & 14.7.2006 in CRLCP No.
1088/ 2006 of The H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD AT LUCKNOW

LUCI EN LESAFFRE AND OTHERS Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
SAF YEAST COVPANY PVT. LTD. AND CRS Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for interimRelief,pernission to place addl. docunents on record)
(For final disposal)

WTH SLP(Cr1) NO 3411 of 2006
(Wth appln. for stay and office report)
(For final disposal)

Dat e: 14/ 05/ 2009 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. SATHASI VAM
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERNMA

For Petitioner(s) M. Manu Nair, Adv.

M . Abhi nav Miukherji, Adv.

For M'S Suresh A. Shroff & Co., Adv.
SLP(Crl.)3411/ 06 Arun Jaitley, Sr. Adv.
R F. Nariman, Sr. Adv.
Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
Sanj ay Bhasin, Sr. Adv.
Ajay Singh, Sr. Adv.
Shil pa Si ngh, Adv.

C. A, Sundaram Sr. Adv.
Rittin Rai, Adv.

M P. Shorawal a, Adv.
Mani sh Si ngh, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
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SLP(Crl.) 3395/06 M. Sanjay Bhasin, Sr. Adv.
M. A ay Singh, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Shil pa Singh , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER



Leave granted.

The appeal s are disposed of in terns of the signed

or der.
(R K. Dhawan) (Shashi Bala Vij)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRIM NAL APPEAL NO. 1060 OF 2009
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No.3395 of 2006)

LUCI EN LESAFFRE AND ORS. ... APPELLANTS
VERSUS

SAF YEAST COWVPANY PVT. LTD. & CORS. .. . RESPONDENTS

WTH

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO 1061 OF 2009
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No.3411/2006)

Leave granted.

The Hi gh Court of Allahabad at Lucknow had issued notice to
the 10 petitioners before it alleging that they had cormitted prim facie
contenpt of court and steps be taken under the Contenpt of Courts Act
accordingly. The petitioners before the H gh Court who are the appellants
herei n, have chall enged these proceedi ngs and contended that the High
Court had no jurisdiction to initiate the contenpt proceedi ngs agai nst

them As it is only at the threshold stage, we do not propose to interfere
with the inmpugned order. The appellants would be at liberty to appear

before the court through their counsel and raise all contentions, including
the question of jurisdiction of the High Court, regarding the initiation of

contenpt proceedings and naintainability. For the time being
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all these appellants are exenpted from appearing i n-person. If the

appel lants are found guilty of contenpt of court they would be at liberty



to require their presence in court.
The appeal s are di sposed of accordingly.

The High Court is requested to dispose of the matters at an early

dat e.
Parties would be at liberty to settle the natter.
................... cal
(K. G BALAKRI SHNAN)
..................... J
(P. SATHASI VAM
..................... J
( DEEPAK VERMA)
NEW DELHI

MAY 14, 2009.



