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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

PETI TI ON FOR SPECI AL LEAVE TO APPEAL (CIVIL) NO 26902/2008

UNION OF | NDI A & ANR Petitioners
VERSUS

W H. TARGETT (I NDIA) LTD. & ANR Respondent s

W TH

SLP(C) NOS. 10212-10216 of 2010

ORDER

SLP NO. 26902/2008
The i nstant petition is directed against
the judgnent dated 25.9.2008 passed by the Division

Bench of the High Court of Calcutta in GA 3149/2008

by whi ch t he prayer made by t he petitioners to
revi ew judgnent rendered in APOT No. 388/ 2008 with
WP 4241/ 1991 i s rejected.

M. Ranjit Kumar, the |earned senior counse

for the respondents has rightly pointed out that
i n the nenorandum of SLP, no ground is nentioned

as to why the revi ew application should have been

al | owed by t he Hi gh Court. Even in revi ew
application al so no r el evant ground is pl eaded
whi ch woul d enabl e t he Cour t to exerci se revi ew
jurisdiction. What i; cont ended by t he | ear ned

counsel for the petitioners is that the Cal cutta

Hi gh Court had no jurisdiction and, therefore
irrespective of the fact that sufficient cause for

condonation of delay was nade out or not, the point

regarding jurisdiction have not been considered by

t he Hi gh Court. Thi s Court has consi der ed t he

poi nt of jurisdiction advanced by t he | ear ned



counsel for t he petitioners. In Vi ew of t he
provi sions of Section 10 read with Section 2(11) of

the Conpanies Act read with Sections 120 and 141 of

the Code of Civil Procedure 1973 read with Article

226 Clause 2 of the Constitution, this Court is of

t he opi ni on t hat Cal cutta Hi gh Court had
jurisdiction to entertain the wit petition filed

by the respondent. Therefore, the inpugned judgnent

is not liable to be interfered with in the instant

petition.

On nmerits this Court finds that 90% of the
share hol di ng was with M s. M nci ng Lane
I nvest ment s Ltd. bef ore t he change of nane and

after change of name and, therefore, the case of

the respondents was rightly accepted by the High

Court. No ground is made out by t he | ear ned
counsel for the petitioners to interfere with the

i mpugned j udgnent . Therefore t he i nst ant speci a
| eave petition fails and is disnissgd.

SLP NOS. 10212-10216/2010

SLP No. 10212/2010 is directed agai nst the

Or der dat ed dat ed 15. 7. 2009 passed in GA No
3831/ 2008 whi ch was an application for condonati on

of delay caused in filing APOT No. 471/ 2008. SLP
No. 10213/ 2010 is filed agai nst or der dat ed
15.7.2009 in GA No. 3850/2008 by which the prayer
for stay pending the appeal was rejected. SLP No
10214/ 2010 is directed agai nst j udgenent dat ed
15.7.2009 rendered in APOT No. 471/ 2008 whi ch was

agai nst judgnent dated 3.12.1998 in Wit Petition

No. 4241/ 1991 SLP No. 10215/ 2010 is directed
agai nst GA No. 2780/ 2000 by whi ch revi ew
application is rejected wheres SLP No. 10216/2010

is directed agai nst j udgnent delivered by t he



| earned Single Judge in WP No. 4241/1991

This Court has heard the | earned counsel for

t he parties. No pl ausi bl e and accept abl e
expl anati on for condonat i on of del ay coul d
of fered by the petitioners for condoning the del ay
of 10 years caused in filing the appeal against the
j udgnent of the | earned Single Jude. Ther ef or e,
this Court is of the opinion that the H gh Court
was justified in not condoni ng t he del ay of
years caused in filing APOT No. 471 of 2008
agai nst deci sion dated 3.12.1998 Zendered by the
| earned Single Judge in WP No. 4241/1991
Further, in the nmenorandum of SLP no ground
is mentioned by the petitioners as to why del ay
shoul d have been condoned by the Hi gh Court or why
this Court shoul d condone t he del ay caused in
filing APOT No. 471 of 2008 before the D.B. of the
H gh Court.
Having regard to the facts of the case, this
Court is of the opinion that no ground is nmade out
tointerfere with the inmpugned order not condoning
t he del ay and t her ef or e, al | t he five speci al
| eave petitions deserve to be dism ssed.
Hence, the special |eave petitions fail and
are di sm ssed
As sufficient time has | apsed, t he
petitioners shal | i mpl enent t he j udgnent dat ed
3.12.1998 delivered by the | earned Single Judge in
WP No. 4241/1991 as early as possible and without
any avoi dabl e del ay.
Interimrelief granted earlier vi de order

dated 17.11.2008 in SLP(C) No. 26902 of 2008 is

her eby vacat ed.

be
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(J.M PANCHAL)

.................... J.
(H. L. GOKHALE)
NEW DELH :
DATED SEPTEMBER 13, 2011
5
| TEM NO. 2 ( PH) COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON XV
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).26902/2008
(From the judgenent and order dated 25/09/2008 in APOT
No. 388/ 2008 , GA No. 3149/2008 of The H GH COURT OF CALCUTTA)
UNION OF | NDI A & ANR Petitioner(s)

VERSUS
W H. TARGETT (INDIA) LTD. & ANR Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for permission to place addl. docunents on record and
permi ssion to anend prayer of SLP and with prayer for interim
relief )

WTH SLP(C) NO 10212-10216 of 2010
(Wth office report)

Date: 13/09/2011 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE J. M PANCHAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. L. GOKHALE
For Petitioner(s) M. P.P. Ml hotra, ASG

Gaurav Sharma, Adv.
S. Wasim Quadri, Adv.
Zaid Ali, Adv.

Sushma Suri, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ranjit Kumar, Sr Adv.

Rohit C., Adv.

Preeti K., dv.

B. Vijayal akshm Menon, Adv.

5555 FSSS

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The Special Leave Petitions are disnissed in terns of
the signed order.

(Soni a) (Sneh Bal a Mehra)
Sr. P. A Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file).



