IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CIVIL ORIG NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
I . A Nos. 2619, 2625- 2626, 2627- 2628,
2629- 2630, 2634, 2632- 2633, 2635- 2637
2638- 2640, 2642- 2645, 2646- 2648, 2649- 2650,
2651- 2653, 2654- 2655, 2660- 2661, 2662- 2664,
2665- 2667, 2668, 2669, 2670-2672 and 2641
in Wit Petition(s)(Civil) No(s). 4677/1985
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF | NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

ORDER

I . A. Nos. 2625- 2626, 2635- 2637, 2638- 2640, 2642- 2645, 2646- 2648, 2651- 2
653, 2665- 2667, 2668, 2670-2672 in Wit Petition(s)(C) No(s).4677 of
1985
The applicants in the aforesaid interlocutory applications
have approached this Court seeking an extension of time, so as
to approach the concerned Tribunal on account of the fact that
the concerned Tribunal was not approached within the stipul ated
30 days’ tinme depicted in this Court’s order dated 30.04. 2013,
or the extended time permitted vide order dated 31.10.2013.
Havi ng gi ven our thoughtful consideration to the issue in
hand, we hereby extend the period to approach the concerned
Tribunal by a further period of 30 days’ fromtoday.
The aforesaid interlocutory applications are allowed in
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the aforesaid terns.
Digitally signed by
Parveen Kumar Chaw a
Dat e: 2015.01. 22
13:52: 06 | ST
Reason:
2
I . A Nos. 2619, 2627- 2628, 2632- 2633, 2649- 2650, 2654- 2655, 2660- 2661
2662- 2664, 2669 in Wit Petition(s)(Gvil) No(s). 4677/1985

I nsof ar as t he i ssue in t he i nst ant i nterlocutory

appl i cations is concer ned, t he applicants had appr oached th
e

concerned Tribunal belatedly, and not within the tine stipul ated

by this Courts’s order dated 30.04.2013 and further extended by



order dated 31.10.2013. As such, the concerned Tribunal has
di sm ssed the appeals preferred by the applicants on account of

havi ng not appr oached t he concer ned Tri buna
e

stipulated tinme.
Havi ng given our thoughtful consideration to the issue

in hand, we are satisfied, t hat t he orders passed
e

concerned Tribunal dism ssing the claimof the applicants for

reasons of delay deserve to be set aside, and the sane are

accordi ngly hereby set aside. The applicants shall be deened to
have appr oached t he concer ned Tri bunal wi t hin t he

tinme, and accordingly, the appeals filed by the applicants are

restored to their ori gi nal nunber, on t he record
e

concerned Tri bunal . The concerned Tribunal shall now di spose of

t he controversy rai sed by t he applicants on merits
n

accordance with | aw.
The instant interlocutory applications are di sposed of
in the aforesaid terns.

| . A Nos. 2629- 2630, 2634in Wit Petition(s)(C) No(s).4677/1985

The issue in the instant interlocutory applications is,

Wi thin th

by th

sti pul at ed

of th

and i

3

that the concerned Tribunal having considered the controversy,
choose not to interfere with the inpugned order for the reason
that in view of the status quo order passed by this Court, the
prem ses in question were not seal ed.

Havi ng gi ven our thoughtful consideration to the issue
at hand, we are satisfied, that despite the interimdirections
passed by this Court, t he i mpugned orders passed by t he
concerned conpetent authority, deserve to be adjudi cated upon on
nmerits.

Accordingly, t he orders passed by t he concer ned
Tri bunal are her eby set asi de. The appeal s filed by t he
applicants are restored to their original nunmbers, on the record
of t he concer ned Tri bunal . A direction is i ssued to t he



concerned Tribunal, to adjudicate upon the controversy energing
out of the inpugned orders, on nmerits and in accordance with
| aw.

The instant interlocutory applications are di sposed of
in the above terns.

I.A No.2641 in in Contenpt Petition(Q No. 222/ 2012 in
No.22 in WP(C) No.4677/1985

I ssue notice to the non-applicant(s), returnable after

f our weeks.

........................ J.

[ JAGDI SH SI NGH KHEHAR]
NEW DELHI ; J.
JANUARY 16, 2015. [S. A BOBDE]
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| TEM NO. 39 COURT NO. 5 SECTI ON PI L
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
I . A Nos. 2619, 2625- 2626, 2627- 2628, 2629- 2630, 2634, 2632- 2633, 2635- 2
637, 2638- 2640, 2642- 2645, 2646- 2648, 2649- 2650, 2651- 2653, 2654- 2655,
2660- 2661, 2662- 2664, 2665- 2667, 2668, 2669, 2670-2672 and 2641 in
Wit Petition(s)(Cvil) No(s). 4677/1985
M C. MEHTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(for pernmission to file direction and inpl eadment and extension
of time and clarification of judgnent dated 30.04.2013 and
restoration of contenpt petition (c) no.222/2012)

Date : 16/01/2015 These applications were called on for hearing
t oday.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE JAGDI SH SI NGH KHEHAR
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE S. A. BOBDE

Ami cus Curi ae Ranjit Kumar, S.G

For Petitioner(s) M C. Mehta, In person(Not present)

For applicant(s) Kunud Lata Das, Adv.
Ravi Agrawal , Adv.
Priya Rat hore, Adv.

D nesh K. Garg, Adv.
Abhi shek Garg, Adv.
Dhananj ay Garg, Adv.
Deepak M shra, Adv.

5 555 §5F 5 %

Anita Gupta, Adv.



M. Bharat Singh, Adv.
M. Ashi sh Kumar Upadhyay, Adv.
for M. Amt Pawan, ACR

S. Nanda Kumar, Adv.
Nar esh Kunmar, Adv.
Swar an Kamal Singh, Adv.
M S. Sar an Kunar, Adv.

sS85

Ki ruba Murusamry, Adv.

Aruna Mehta, Adv.
Manj eet Chaw a, Adv.
Sunanda Roy, Adv.

s F5F S

Vi kram Aggarwal , Adv.
M. Debasis Mshra, AOR

—
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Akash Nagar, Adv.
M. S K Pasi, AOR

J=
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M. Sanchar Anand, Adv.
M. Apoorva Singh, Adv.
for M. Devendra Singh, AOR

&

Shobha, Adv.

Ms. Akanksha Kaushi k, Adv.
M . Raghav Pandey, Adv.
M

For Del hi Admm. Ni t esh Daryanani, Adv.

for M. D.S. Mahra, ACR

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

| As are all owed/ di sposed of in terns of the signed
order except | A No.2641.

I ssue notice to the non-applicant(s) in |I.A No. 2641
in Cont enpt Petition(Q No. 222/ 2012 in . A No. 22 in
No. 4677/ 1985, returnable after four weeks.
(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (Renuka Sadana)

Court Master Court Master
[signed order is placed on the file]
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