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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No(s). 8972-8973/2014

(Arising out of inpugned final judgnment and order dated 12/03/2014

in WP No. 1504/2009 and dated 12/03/2014 in WP No. 1505/2009 passed

by the H gh Court O Jharkhand At Ranchi)

TATA STEEL LTD Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

ua & ORS Respondent ( s)

(with appln. (s) for stay and interimrelief and office report)

W TH

SLP(C) NO. 9016- 9017/ 2014

(Wth appln. (s) for stay and interimrelief and office report)

Date : 01/08/ 2014 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE J. CHELAMESWAR
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A K. SIKRI

Hari sh Sal ve, Sr. Adv.
Dushyant Dave, Sr. Adv.
Punit Dutt Tyagi , Adv.
Anki t Par har, Adv.
Anshuman Bahadur, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

.Suni | Kumar, Sr. Adv.
Devashi sh Bhar uka, Adv.
Ravi Bhar uka, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

I.A No.3-4/2014 is filed with the prayer as foll ows:

"a) Grant ad-interimex-parte stay of the final judgnent/

order dated 12.03.2014 passed by the Hon' bl e Hi gh
Signature Not Verified

Court of Jharkhand at Ranchi in WP.(C)Nos. 1504 of
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Om Par kash Shar ma
Date: 2014.08. 02

2009 and 1505 of 2009;
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Reason:

b) Restrain the Respondents fromtaking any coercive
steps to recover the disputed amount during the
pendency of the present petition; and

2
c) pass such other and/ or further orders/directions as

may be deened just and proper.”

The legality of Rule 64B of the M neral Concession Rul es,



1960 is the subject matter of the SLP

The di spute is about t he liability of t he petitioner
under t he sai d Rul es for t he years 2000- 2008 whi ch runs to
Rs. 815.77 crores of which the petitioner adnmitted the liability of
Rs. 611 crores and al ready paid. Qut of the renmining Rs.204.77
crores, the petitioner has paid Rs.104 crores under protest.

Apar t from that by letter dat ed 25th July 2014, t he
petitioner gave an undertaking to the Governnent of Jharkhand. The
rel evant portion of the undertaking reads as foll ows:

"5. That paynents made under the follow ng schedul es
shal | be under protest, subject to the final outcone of
and without prejudice to the contention of Tata Steel in
the pending litigation. Furt her, subject to any order
that may be passed by the Hon' ble Suprenme Court in the

interim the schedule for payment of the principal dermand
anounts proposed on behal f of Tata Steel is as follows:

a. Rs. 30 Crores (Rupees Thirty Crores) to be paid by
31st July, 2014.
b. Balance in three equal instalnments to be paid on
31st August, 2014, 30th Septenber, 2014 and 31st
Cct ober, 2014."
That the petitioner would pay the bal ance anmount in three
equal instalnents, that is, by 31st August, 2014, 30th Septenber,
2014 and 31st Cctober, 2014.
| . A No.3-4/2014 is di sposed of recordi ng the above

ment i oned undert aki ng.

The paynent of the di sputed anobunt woul d be subject to
the final decision of this case.
Respondent is pernitted to file Counter affidavit during

the course of the day.
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