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LR ‘;;'The appeelant in our opinion must be allowed to operate the mine for
the full pCI‘iOd of lease subject to ad]ustment for the period for which he has
already operated and subject to the payment of lease amouut and other dues etc.
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Thus it is clear that State Government has a power to change the
* - policy under executlve power only when it does not preamble by any statute or

rules. x‘/_{
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o = - For the aforesaid reasons We partlymallow C.A. No. 800/2005 as
indicated in paragraph supra and dismiss C.A. No. 678 and 679 of 2005.No Cost.
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ERT "o STaaH AT A gRfacrdT (Review Application) LA -1 TR ¥
w0 SeIad grerd ¥ LA -2/2007 ffae o e 800 /2005 ® wifka fvid
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‘ R +v.......an application for clarification/modification of judgment
dated 12.12.2006 passed bythis Court in Civil Appeal No. 800 of 2005. In first
line of third paragraph at page 31 of the said judgment it has been stated that " the
lease was granted to the appellant in Civil appeal No. 800 of 2005 for a period of
ten years on 14.07.1998". By the present application, the app]icant/appéllant
requests for correction to the extent that instead of above line, it should be "the
appellant in Civil Appeal No. 800 of 2005 applied for grant of lease for a period of
ten years on 14.07.1998". Similarly, last sentence of page 32 running upto page 33
of the said judgment reads as " The appellant, in our opinion, must be allowed to
operate the mine for the full period of lease subject to adjustment for the period for
which he has already operated and subject to the payment of lease amount and
other dues etc.” - - | B f |
The applicant/ appellant also requests for correction.to the extent that

' instezx_fd*of*abovjc;sqr;ltgnperr,-——it should be. " The appellant, in-our opinion, must be
~ allowed to operate-the mine for the full period of lease subject to the payment of
~* lease amount and other-dues etc." ‘ '
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Aforesaid prayer of the learned counsel for the applicant/appellant is.

o allowed and I.A. No. 2 is accordingly disposed of. The Registry 1s directed to carry
out the corrections and issue necessary orrigendum. o '

o FeaH R §RT UG WPR ERT TR IA-1(Review Petition)

@1 REVISED OFFICE-REPORT & 3T W faie 31.01.2008 @ e o) foar, .
war| ' : o

The review petition above-mentioned has been filed on 10.9.2007 by %

Mr. J.K. Bhatia, Advocate against this Court's Order dated 12.12.2006. |

o ‘There is.a delay of 63 days in filling the Review petition and an

application for condonation of delay has been in support thereof. ‘
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for: clarlﬁcatron/modlﬁcatron of
f ,:'before the Hon“ble Court on
pose of the ‘same drrectmg the -

~ e It 1s submrtted that Mr Amrtg
_‘28 2 2007 filed an- apphcatlon ‘being 1A
‘Court's: order dated 12:12.2006 which W
12.11.2007, when the Court was p]eased;

- Reglstry ‘to “carry-. out certain corrections - he -judgment -and issue necessar
| comgendum in regard thereto.,(copy of th ated 12.11.2007 is enclosed). ~  {f
S Accordmgly, necessary corrlgend m has been 1ssued ( Copy whereof
has been rncluded in the: paper-books; o E
It is further submitted  th:

- respondent in the Appeal above—mentloned -ha
modrﬁcatlon/clarlﬁeatron of Court's order
Court -in LA No. 2-of 2007 in C A. Nv
thereof

K Bhatna Advocate for the |f
.11:2007 filed an apphcatron for
2,1 1.2007 passed be this Hon'ble ~1f
of 2005 be praym0 for drsmlssal SR

..00 A

The sard appucatlon was placeo oerore the Ld: Reglstrar {Judl)on 8
: 14 12 2007 ‘when the Ld Registrar was p j;pass to. fol]owmg order : )
, " That apart, on a perusal of 1t 15 apparent that- what :

© the appellants seeks for in this LA.

¢ ‘order dated 12.11.2007 passed by
]udgment dated 12.12.2006 in-Civil 4
there is no. Justlﬁcatron to regrster
 the order passed by this Hon'
,have filed approprrate review peti

!,of Order XL of. the Supreme Court R,

1A No 2 of 2007 they ought to R
at 'effect as provrded under Rulc 3

petltlon nos. 287 and 288 of 2007
f 2005 were filed be Mr. N. Shobha
:fsame have been dlsmissed vrde ‘

pphcation a%ove mentloned are.

fﬁceﬁReport

- "We have perused the petltlon and the connected papers. In our ;5
view, no case is made out within the pe rameters mdrcatea in the decision of .
this Court in Rupa Ashok Hurra Vs. Aahok Hurra & Anr 2002(4) SCC 38‘%
Hence, the Curatlve petrtlon is dismissed. ™ ey
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