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SLP(C) No. 23467-23468 OF 2003

| TEM No. 210 Court No. 5 SECTI ON XI'V
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.23467-23468/2003

(From the judgenent and order dated 01/09/2003 in LPA 166/03
& dt. 28.10.03 in CM 1773/ 2003 of The H GH COURT OF DELH AT N. DELH)

M S. H NDUSTAN ANTI BI OTI CS LTD. & ANR Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
B. D. SHARMA & ANR Respondent (s)
( Wth Appln(s). for permission to place addl. docunents on record & Wth prayer for interimr

elief)
( For Final Disposal )

Date : 16/04/2004 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DORAI SWAMY RAJU
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARI JI T PASAYAT

For Petitioner (s)M. Mikul Rohtagi, ASG
M. Jay Savl a., Adv.
Ms. Reena Bagga, Adv.
Ms. Prerna Mehta, Adv.
For Respondent (s)M. Jitendra Mhan Sharma, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.

The appeal s are disposed of in terns of the signed order. No
costs.

(D. L. Chugh) (Vijay Aggarwal)

AR- cum PS Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file

IN THE SUPREME COURT CF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NOCS. 2497-2498 OF 2004
(Arising out of SLP(C) Nos.23467-23468 of 2003)
M S H NDUSTAN ANTI BI OTI CS LTD. & ANR. Appel | ant (s)
versus

B. D. SHARMA & ANR Respondent (s)



ORDER

Leave granted.
Heard the | earned counsel for the parties.
It appears that after conclusion of the argunents witten subnissions were filed before the D
vi sion Bench of the High Court, which could not be unfortunately taken note of by the Bench wh
ich heard the matter as the sanme were filed with Registry of the High Court. In the fitness
of things, it would be appropriate for the Division Bench to decide the matter afresh after he
aring the parties and taking note of the witten submi ssions stated to have been fil ed. The
order of the Division Bench of the H gh Court is set aside and the matters are directed to be
restored to their original files. Since one of the Hon'ble Judge of the Division Bench who
heard the matter earlier has retired it would be appropriate if the matter is heard afresh on
merits in accordance with law. W make it clear that we have not expressed any opinion on the
merits of the claimof the parties on either side. The appeal s stand di sposed of with no o
rder as to costs.

................... J.
( DORAI SWAMY RAJU)

................... J.
(ARIJI' T PASAYAT

New Del hi ,

APRIL 16, 2004



