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Civil Appeal No.2776-2777/2001

GAUTAM ROY Appel lant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF WEST BENGAL & ORS. Respondent (s)
(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

( Wth Appln(s). for substitutio and C/delay and setting aside
abat enent)

Date : 21/08/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A.P. M SRA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. VENKATARAVA REDDI

For Appellant (s) M. Dinesh Dwivedi, Sr. Adv.
M. N N CGoswani, Sr. Adv.
M. Kishan Datta, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. CGaurab Banerjee, Adv.
M. Uma Datta, Adv.
M. H K Puri,Adv.
M. S.K. Puri, Adv.
M. Rajesh Srivastava, Adv.
M. U jwal Banerjee, Adv.
Ms. Anindita Gupta, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
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The appeal s are di sposed of.
SP1
(Ganga Thakur) (V. P. Tyagi)
P.S.to Registrar Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file.
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GawutamRoy L. Appel | ant (s)

- Ver sus-

State of West Bengal & Os. ..., Respondent s.
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Del ay condoned.

Substitution all owed.

The Lrs. are already on record and are
represented today.

Heard learned counsel for the parties.

The question raised is about the paynent of
conpensati on. Whether it should be paid to the Iand
holders or to the appellant, the assignee of the |and
hol ders who al so hol ds power of attorney on behalf of the
| and owners. The High Court rejected the claimof the
appel lant as he did not, on his own right, participate in
the claimproceedings but participated only as assignee
of the land hol der.

We heard | earned counsel for the parties. Today,
there is no objection by the | and hol ders of this paynent
being nade to the appellant. To this, |earned counse
for the State has no objection provided the appellant

2 2:
indemmify the State for the anbunt he is going to
receive. In view of the said conscientious we pass the
order in the same terns.

The inpugned order of the Hgh Court is set
asi de. It is ordered that the paynent, which is to be
made to the land owners, may be nmade to the appellant in
his name. Al the |l earned counsel appearing for the |and
owners have nmade a statenent before this Court that the
I and hol ders have no objection for the said paynent being
made to the appellant. We direct the appellant to
indemify the State for the anount he is going to receive
from the Government within a period of six weeks from
today which may be other than cash and Bank guarantee.
On the said paynment and indemity being nade it will also
absolve the State Governnment of all its liabilities in
respect of all the matters which are before us.

Wth the aforesaid direction the present appea
is finally disposed of.

New Del hi, J.



Ausgust 21, 2001. (P. Venkat aranma Reddi)



