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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petitions for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No(s). 4144-4154/2010

(Arising out of inpugned final judgnment and order dated
08/ 08/ 2008 in CM No. 2684/2008, CWP No. 18979/2006, CM No.
2685/ 2008, CWP No. 19268/2006, CM No. 2686/2008, CWP No.
18980/ 2006, CM No. 2687/2008, CWP No. 19272/2006, CM No.
2688/ 2008, CWP No. 20660/2006, CM No. 2689/2008, CWP No.
20758/ 2006, CM No. 2690/2008, CWP No. 19281/2006, CM No.
2691/ 2008, CWP No. 19277/2006, CM No. 2692/2008, CWP No.
19204/ 2006, CM No. 2693/2008, CWP No. 18981/2006, CM No.
2694/ 2008, CWP No. 20704/2006 passed by the Hi gh Court O
Punj ab & Haryana At Chandi gar h)

DEFENCE SECY, UO & ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

MANPHOOL SINGH (D) & ORS. ETC Respondent ( s)

W TH

SLP(C) No. 11619-11621/2010

SLP(C) No. 24906-24918/ 2010

SLP(C) No. 3163-3173/2011

SLP(C) No. 8346/2012

SLP(C) No. 10492-10497/2012

SLP(C) No. 22174/2012

SLP(C) No. 10912/2013

SLP(C) No. 10913/2013

SLP(C) No. 10914/2013

SLP(C) No. 10915/2013

Digitally signed by
Char anj eet Kaur

Dat e: 2015.02.18

17:41:31 I ST

Reason:
SLP(C) No. 10916/2013
SLP(C) No. 10918-10921/2013
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SLP(C) No. 10922/2013

SLP(C) No. 13391/2013

SLP(C) No. 13408/2013

SLP(C) No. 13409/2013

SLP(C) No. 17711-17714/2013

SLP(C) No. 26811-26814/2013



SLP(C) No. 2995/2014

SLP(C) No. 29974/ 2014

(Wth appln.(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and appln.(s) for
c/delay in refiling SLP, c/delay in filing substitution appln.
substitution appln., appln.(s) for urging addl. grounds, for
restoration, nodification of Court’s order substituted service,
di spensing with service of notice, deletion of some of the
nanes of proposed Lrs, corrections of name of respondent and
InterimRelief office report in respective matters)

Date : 11/02/2015 These petitions were called on
for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A K. SIKRI
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA
For Petitioner(s) Jai deep Qupta, Sr. Adv.
Madhavi Di van, Adv.
Rekha Pandey, Adv.
Amandeep Kaur, Adv.
Sanjiv Das, Adv.
R S. Nagar, Adv.
Bal asubr amani an, Adv.
Pranav Kunmar, Adv.
Sant osh Kuanr, Adv.
s. Anil Katiyar, Adv.
B. V. Bal aram Das, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Arun Bhardwaj, Adv.
Parveen Kumar, Adv.
Gaur aan, Adv.
Moni ka Qusai n, Adv.
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Jay Ki shor Singh, Adv. (NP)
Nar esh Bakshi, Adv. (NP)

D nesh Verma, Adv.
Raj at Sharnma, Adv.
Subhasi sh Bhowm ck, Adv.

Sri dhar Pot araj u, Adv.
Gai chang Gangnei, Adv.
Arjun Singh, Adv.
Mukunda, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nade the follow ng
ORDER

Delay, if any, in filing application for
substitution,is condoned.

Application(s) for substitution, if any, is/are
al | owed.

Del ay condoned, if any, in filing restoration
application(s) is condoned.

Application(s) for restoration, if any, is
al | oned.
Appli cation for nmodi fi cati on of Court’s

order,if any, is dismssed.



Application for correction/deletion in the nane
of parties, if any are all owed.

SLP(C) Nos. 4144-4154, 11619-11621, 24906- 24918
of 2010, SLP(C) Nos.  3163-3173  of 2011,
8346, 10492- 10497, 22174 of 2012, SLP(C) Nos. 10913,
10915, 10918-10921, 13409, 17711-17714, 26811- 26814,
13391 of 2013 and SLP(C) Nos.2995, 29974 of 2014

In the peculiar facts and circunstances of the
matter(s), we do not find any infirmty
i mpugned judgment (s) and order(s) passed by the High
Court. Accordingly, the special |eave petitions are
di sm ssed

However , t he question of |l aw  sought
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raised in these petitions is kept open to be agitated
in an appropriate case(s).

It was subnmitted that the executing Court has
to cal culate interest on the basis of the principles
| aid down by this Court in the case of Sunder vs.
Uni on of I ndi a reported in (2001) 7 SCC
expl ained in the case of Gurpreet Singh vs. Union of
India reported in (2006) 8 SCC 457 and the sane is to
be calculated fromthe date of judgnent in Sunder’s
case (supra) as explained in CQurpreet’s case
i.e., w.e.f. 19. 09. 2001. The executing
consi der aforesaid aspect in accordance with | aw.

SLP(C) Nos. 10912, 10914, 10916, 10922, 13408 of 2013

We do not find any infirmty in the inpugned
j udgnent (s) and order(s) passed by the High Court.
Accordingly, t he speci al | eave petitions
di sm ssed
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