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584 “ SUPREME COURT CASES - (1991) 4 SCC

~ (1991) 4 Supreme Court Cases 584 @ .. !
(BEFORE RANGANATHMIsRA, CJ. ANDK.N. SINGH, -~ ©
M.N. VENKATACHALIAH, A.M: AHMADI AND N.D: OTHA, JJ.) a-
UNION.CARBIDE CORPORATION AND - OTHERS.: ..~ Petitioners;
UNION OFINDIA AND'OTHERS" -~ # =%/ #77% 'Respondents.”

-+ Civil Miscellandous Petition Nos. 29377-A of 1988, 7942-43, 16093,

17965 0£-1989, Review Petition Nos; 229 and 623-24 of 1989 in Civil Appeal
10:1. Nos: 3187-88 of 1988:with WiP: Nos:257, 297, 345, 379,2937399;420; - -
e5-. - 231,300, 378, 382 of 1989, LA:Nos: 133 (InCA:No. 3187-88:" -+t . =
<17 w- ~0f1989yand LA. No.10£1990 (Im W.P..N0;2810£1989)" =i .-
and W.P. Nos. 741 of 1990 and 3461 of 1989, :" . - .5, . - .. ¢
e ., decided on October 3, 19U & i =
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#*" Constithtion of India — Articles 136, 142(1), and 139-A — Even in absence
of Aiticle 139:A, Supremie Court has inherent jurisdiction nnder Articles 136
and 142 to withdraw or transfer to it 4nd finally dispose of the main suits and
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pending criminal proceedings in the course *61'_hé;iiji{'gig‘_’{)fgijggé;lg‘éfifsipg'_@lit of
an interlocutory order in the suits A s e b
i Constitition’of Tndia ' Article 139-A'— Dioes nbt {ake sway the power of
withdrawal or- transfer of cases to Supreme Court under Articles. 1:{'6J and
142{1}’«‘&, T s (CR P S L RS s s L R UG R

14/, Conistitution ‘of- India-— Article(136 ==‘Nature sind: scope!of Siipreine

d.

R e gule Tt b

-

T

'Court’s- plenary jurisdiction uinder:stated L= Ts'very.wide andilies against any: o
judgment.or. order; of. any; court.or, tribunal in spiteof limitations under: the’ )

sions for. appeal under the Constitution. or other; laws to.meet the .,
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onstitution of India’— Article. 142(1),—.‘Cause or matter} -1
. and scope of the expression — s very wide covering nearly every. proceeding -
‘Provision meant to effectuate the wide powers:of. SC under, Article, 136 — f
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.- Onl'the night 'of December 2
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i‘tie night of De V1984 thiex Wa¥ riassive escape of lethal gas,
froni“the' MIC storage tank- at Bhopal planf of the ‘Union‘Carbide () Eid:"
(UCIL) as-aresult of which 4000 iuman lives'wéré,ost and teris of thousands'of
citizensiof Bhopalwere physically affected. Actioni:was'brought up bythe Union ~ g -
of India,as parens patriae. before; thei:District Court; Bhopal-pursuant to? the,:
statutory, enablement in that behalf under the Bliopal Gas Leak.Disaster
(Processing of Claims)’ Act, 1985 ‘claiming 3.3 billion dollars as compensation ;,
-against the company;” When an' inferlocutory matier pertaining to the interim .
cothpénsation:‘came’ up- for: Heéaring: theére-was’# court”assisted ”séttlé“ﬁient‘;’z he
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‘between<the ‘Uniorn'of: India ‘and-the :Unioni» CarbideCorporation (UEC1

~ owning 50.99 per cent shareholdings:of UCIE)- Under.this settlement a:sum ‘of i
US Dollars 470 million was agreed to be paid by the UCC to the Union of India

+ The leading judgment is by Venkatachaliah, J. (on behalf of himself, KN. Singh and  §
Ojha, J3.) with which Ranganath Misra, CJ. has concurred and Ahmadi, J. has partly
dissented DAk S A S T A e




