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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
This I.A No. 11 is filed for extension of time to lift the sugar. The Applicants had been p
ermtted to lift the sugar pursuant to the Court’s order dated 26th Septenber, 2003. Both sid
es blane each other. Applicants claimthat the State has not permitted themto lift the sugar



as per the terns and conditions. State contends that it was the Applicants who were not will
ing to lift the sugar or nake paynent of the price. It is clainmed that the Applicants do not
want to deposit the anpbunts. This is denied.
We see no reason to go into the controversy. W are willing to give tine of 20 days, fromtod
ay, to the Applicants to Iift the sugar provided the Applicants deposit the entire anount rema
i ning due and payable within two days fromtoday. On taking instructions we are told that the
Applicants are willing to deposit half the amount imrediately and the bal ance anmount within
10 days. We are not satisfied with that. The time to deposit has | ong expired. Even though t
here may be sonme controversy on whether the Applicants were permtted to lift, there is no dis
pute that Applicants woul d have deposited the anmbunts as per the terns and conditions. Had th
ey deposited then their bona fides would not have been doubted. As the Applicants are not will
ing to deposit the entire amount within two days fromtoday, we do not see any bona fides in t
his Application. The Application stands disnissed.
Stay order is vacat ed.
We, however, clarify that the re-auction nust be conducted forthwith. Al parties are at |ibe
rty to bid.
Application for intervention and all other Applications are also rejected.

Anita

(Jasbi r Si ngh)
Court Master



