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                                                          A/N MATTER

                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.20524-20525/2000

   (From the judgement and order dated 29/09/2000 in Appeal No.139/90
   arising out of Admirality Pet.No.16/84 and Appeal No.140/90 arising
   out of Admirality Pet.No.15/84 of The HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA)

  ICICI LTD.                                                Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  BOARD OF TRUSTEES, PORT OF CALCUTTA &ORS                  Respondent (s)
  (With prayer for interim relief)
  (With office report)

  Date : 12/07/2001 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.P. BHARUCHA
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE Y.K. SABHARWAL

  For Petitioner (s)    Mr. Kirit N.Raval, A.S.G.
                        Mr. Sunil Dogra, Adv.
                        Ms. Sayali Phatak, Adv.
                        for M/s. Suresh A. Shroff & Co.,Advs.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. Jaideep Gupta, Adv.
                        Mr. Nirimesh Dube, Adv.
                        Ms. Indra Sawhney,Adv.

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

....L........I..........T.......T.......T.......T.......T................J

.SP2
             On  behalf of the petitioner, learned counsel states that the
    petitioner  does not challenge the order of the High Court insofar  as
    it relates to the claim of seamen.  Leave granted keeping in view this
    statement.
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             It  shall be open to the respondents to contend at the  final
    hearing  that  the appeals are not maintainable because, according  to
    the first respondent, the appellant had not filed an appeal before the
    Division Bench against the order of the learned Single Judge.
             Pending  the  disposal of the appeals, the order of the  High
    Court, insofar  as it relates to the claims of the appellant  and  the



    first respondent, shall remain stayed.
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        (N. Annapurna)                            (Shelly Sengupta)
         Court Master                                Court Master


