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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).17084/2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 27/07/2005 in WP No. 12001/2002 of
The H GH COURT OF MADRAS)

GENERAL MANAGER (P&A), O N G C. LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
B. KI RUPANJALI Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for permission to subnit additional docunent(s) and prayer for
interimrelief and office report ))

W TH SLP(C) NO 1388-1389 of 2006
(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO 17104 of 2005
(Wth appln. for exem fromfiling c/c of the inpugned judgnent and exem from
filing OT. and with prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO. 17862 of 2005
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO. 18085 of 2005
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO. 18088 of 2005
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO. 18334-18335 of 2005
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO. 18340-18341 of 2005
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO. 19389 of 2005
(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

SLP(C) NO. 19505-19506 of 2005

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
SLP(C) NO. 20244 of 2005

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO 3321 of 2006
(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO 4474 of 2006
(Wth office report)
(For final disposal)

Date: 14/07/2008 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE Dr. JUSTICE ARl JI T PASAYAT
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE MUKUNDAKAM SHARMA

G E. Vahanvati, SG
Gopal Subramani an, ASG
R. Chandrachud, Adv.

K. R Sasi prabhu, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)
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M. Sunil Kumar Jain, Aadv.

M. Vivek Kishore, Adv.

Ruchi Gaur Narul a, Adv.
Anur ag Dubey, Adv.
Meenesh Dubey, Adv.

R BHasker, Adv.
Sangeeta Bharti, Adv.
S.R Setia, Adv.
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For Respondent (s) R Nedunmar an, Adv.
T. Raj a, adv.

M

M

M. C. Jayaraj, Adv.

Ms. Malini Poduval, Adv.

M. Senthil Jagadeesan, Adv.
M. V.G Pragsam adv.

M. MA Krishna Morthy, Adv.

M. K. V.Bharat hi Upadhayay, adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Hear d.

During the hearing of these petitions, the judgnent by a
Di vi si on Bench in G M, Indian Bank Vs. R Rani & Anr.
deci ded on 06. 12. 2007 was relied upon by the respondents. In
our considered viewin the said judgnment the ratio of the decision
in Director of Tribal Wlfare, CGovernment of A P. Vs. Laveti Gri
and Anr. 1995 (4) SCC 32 has not been properly appreciated.
The decision in Kumari Madhuri Patil & Os. Vs. Addl. Connr.
Tri bal Devel opnent, Thane and Ors. 1997 (5) SCC 437 has no
application on the facts of the present case. It may al so be noted
that somehow different view has taken in Sudhakar Vitha
Kunbhar e Vs. State of Maharashtra and Os. 2004 (9) SsccC
481. Considering the inportance of the subject, even otherw se,
we feel that the decision in GM Indian Bank case supra needs a

fresh consideration. Accordingly we refer the matter to a | arger
Bench. The records nmay be placed before Hon ble the CJI for

necessary orders .



(Shashi Sar een) (Sneh Bal a Mehra)
Court Master Court Master



