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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).1587/2012

(From the judgenent and order dated 22/11/2011 in MB No.11669/2011 of the
H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD, BENCH AT LUCKNOW

MAHARAJI EDUCATI ONAL TRUST Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
S. G S. CONSTRUCTI ON & DEVELOPERS LD. &ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for permission to place addl. docunents on record and prayer
for interimrelief and office report)

W TH

SLP(C) NO 2569 of 2012

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO 2648 of 2012

(Wth appln.(s) for deletion of the nane of respondent and with prayer for
interimrelief and office report)

Date: 15/01/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA

For Petitioner(s) M. Amarjit Singh Chandhiok, A S. G
A. K. Singh, Adv.

Ri tesh Kumar, Adv.

Pi yush Sanghi, Adv.

Honey Kumari, Adv.

Rohit Sharnma, Adv.

Abhijat P. Medh, A OR

A. Sharan, Sr. Adv.
Amt Anand Tiwari, Adv.
Ashut osh Jha, Adv.
Sonesh Chandra Jha, Adv.
S. Chandra Shekhar, Adv.
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For Respondent (s) M. Mikul Rohatgi, Sr.Adv.
. Vi kash Singh, Sr.Adv.

Aarohi Bhal | a, Adv.

Mayank Qulati, Adv.

Shi |l pa Si ngh, Adv.

Pranav Bhaskar, Adv.
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M. Lakshm Raman Singh, Adv.
M. Vishwajit Singh , Adv

I rshad Ahnmad, A A G (Utar Pradesh)
Ashut osh Kr. Sharmm, Adv.
Abhi st h Kumar, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Application for deletion of proforma respondent Nos.3 to 5



in SLP(C) No.2648 of 2012 is allowed.

Heard | earned counsel on either side.

We find it unnecessary to keep all these special |eave
petitions pending before this Court.

SLP(C) No.1587 of 2012 arises from an order dated

22.11. 2011 passed by the High Court of Judicature at Allahabad in
M sc. Bench No. 11669 of 2011. The High Court issued notice in the
wit petition and ordered that the exchange of property No. 6, ordered
by the UP Awas Evam Vi kas Pari shad on perm ssion granted by the State
Governnent be kept in abeyance till the next date of hearing. Court
then listed the matter on 15.12. 2011

This Court issued notice on SLP (C) No. 1587 of 2012 on
17.1.2012 and stayed the operation of the inmpugned order dated
22.11.2011. Another SLP(C) No.2648 of 2012 was filed by Housing and
Ur ban Devel opnent Corporation (HUDCO on 13.1.2012 challenging the
very sane order dated 22.11.2011 and this Court passed an order on
24.2.2012 staying the operation of the inpugned order and tagged that
SLP along with SLP(C) NO 1587 of 2012.

Challenging the interim order dated 6.1.2012 in Wit
Petition NO 11669 of 2011 directing the Chairman, HUDCO and Deputy
General Manager (Law) to remain present before the Court on 18.1.2012
SLP(C) No. 2569 of 2012 was filed on 12.1.2012. All  the specia
| eave petitions cane up for further hearing on 5.11.2012 and this
Court took the viewthat there are no sufficient reasons to initiate
contenpt of court proceedi ngs agai nst HUDCO and that part of the order
initiating contenpt of proceedings was quashed. On 9.11.2012 this
Court passed an order directing that the interimorder granted by this

Court on 24.2.2012 shall continue till the next date of hearing.
Subsequently this Court extended the interim order granted on
24.2.2012.

W are of the view that since the main matter is seized
before the High Court there is no justification in keeping all these
speci al | eave petitions pending before this Court, especially when
this Court in its order dated 5.11.2012 quashed the contenpt of court
proceedings initiated against HUDCO W are, therefore, inclined to
di spose of all the SLPs with a request to the High Court to dispose of
the main wit petition within a period of two nonths fromthe receipt
of this order. Parties are at liberty to raise all their contentions
before the High Court. Till the matter is disposed of finally by the
Hi gh Court, the interimorders passed by this Court will continue. W
make it clear that we have not expressed any opinion on the nerits of
this case and it is for the Hgh Court to decide the matter in
accordance with law. Al the special |eave petitions are disposed of
accordi ngly.
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