'l TEM NO. 34 COURT NO. 13 SECTION 11
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).7124/2010
(From the judgenent and order dated 05/08/ 2010 in CRLMC No.
1826/ 2010 of The HI GH COURT O DELHI AT N. DELH)
SUN DI STRI BUTI ONS SERVI CES & ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF DELH & ANR Respondent ( s)
(Wth appl n(s) for stay)
WTH SLP(Crl) NO 7200 of 2010
(Wth appln. For ex-parte stay and clarification of Court’s order
and office report)
Dat e: 14/01/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE J. M PANCHAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H L. GOKHALE

For Petitioner(s) Sidarth Luthra, Sr Adv.
Rahul Sharnma, Adv.

P.N. Puri, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ajay Kr Cupta, Adv.
Arun Kumar Beriwal , Adv.
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Ms Anil Katiyar , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

CRL.M P. NO. 22848 OF 2010 IN SLP(CRL) NO. 7200 OF 2010
By filing the i nst ant appl i cation, t he

original respondent No. 2 has prayed to clarify the

order dat ed Sept enber 6, 2010 r ender ed by this
Court as to whether it was i ntended by this Court
20
to stay the entire proceedi ngs pendi ng before the

H gh Court and Lower Court or was the order dated

Sept enber 6, 2010 passed by this Court linmted to

the extent of staying the order dated August 5,
2010 passed by the Hi gh Court wher eby the High
court had vacated its earlier stay order dated

May 26, 2010 passed in Cl. MC. No. 1824 of 2010.



This Court has heard the | earned counsel for
the parties. Fromthe record of the case it is
evident that in Cl. MP. No. 22855 of 2010, the
foll owi ng or der was passed by this
Novenber 16, 2010 after hearing the | earned counse
for the parties :-

"CRL.M P. NO. 22855/2010

By filing this application
applicant has prayed to clarify order dated
6.9.2010 passed by this Court in SLP (Crl.)
No. 7124 of 2010 to mean that what is stayed by
this Court is the crimnal proceedi ngs pending
before the trial court and not the proceedi ngs
of Ol. M C No.1826 of 2010 pendi ng before
the Hi gh Court.

Thi s Court has heard t he

Court

t he

| ear ned

counsel for the parties. M. K K  Venugopal

| ear ned seni or counsel for the petitioners,

agrees that the clarification as denmanded by

the applicant should be granted by the Court.

Under the circunstances, the application filed

by t he appl i cant is accepted and

3
clarified that order dated 6.9.2010 passed by
this Court in SLP (crl.) No. 7124 of
relates to the stay of crininal proceedings
pendi ng before the trial court and not to the
pr oceedi ngs in Crl. M C. No. 1826 of
pendi ng before the H gh Court.

The application accordingly
di sposed of."

In view of t he above quot ed or der
clarified that the order dated Septenber 6, 2010
passed by this Court related only to the stay order
of August 5, 2010 passed by the Hi gh Court by which
Hi gh Court had vacated its earlier stay order dated
May 26, 2010 passed in Cl. MC. No. 1824 of 2010.
Subj ect to t he above

clarification, the application stands di sposed of.
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