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SLP(C) No. 3412 OF 2000

| TEM No. 25 Court No. 5 SECTI ON | VB
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.3412/2000

(From the judgenent and order dated 01/09/1999 in CAW 5860/ 98

of The H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

PUNJAB WAKF BOARD, ANMBALA Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB AND ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

Date : 28/09/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE S. RAJENDRA BABU
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE DORAI SWAMY RAJU

Sal man Khurshid, Sr. Adv.
Intiaz Ahnmad, Adv.
I rshad Ahmad, Adv.

For Petitioner (s)

Uday N Tiwary, Adv. for
Raj eev Shar ma, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

s S5 555

Mahabi r Si ngh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
............ L......| T . T T T T T J
SP2
Leave granted.
The appeal is allowed in ternms of the signed order.
. SP1
Charanjit [ Om Prakash ]
Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file ]
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6897 COF 2001@@

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
( Arising out of SLP(C) 3412/2000 )

Punj ab Wakf Board, Ambal a ... Appel I ant
Ver sus
State of Punjab & Os. ... Respondent s
ORDER
L...... e J

Leave granted.

The High Court disnissed the Wit Petition filed

by the appellant on the ground that there was |ong delay in

preferring the wit petition against the inpugned order
which was nade in the year 1994. The explanation given
by the appellant before the Hi gh Court is that the files
having been lost it had to reconstruct the same and only
thereafter it discovered that this matter had to be

agi t at ed. It is in those circunstances, the appellant
approached the H gh Court after four years after the
i mpugned order. In such matters, particularly, when it

pertains to some public right involved in respect of
Wakf, delay by itself would not defeat the rights of the
parties what the Court has to see is whether as a result
of laches any third party rights have been created or is
there any other inpedinment in the way of granting relief
sought for by the appellant. In the absence of
exanmination of such facts to disnmiss the matter on the
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ground of delay alone may not be appropriate for the High
Court. The order of the Hi gh Court is set aside, and the
matter is remtted back to the High Court for fresh
consideration on nerits in accordance with |aw The
appeal is allowed accordingly.

[ DORAI SWAMY RAJU ]

New Del hi ,
Sept enber 28, 2001



