8#| TEM NO 23 COURT NO. 3 SECTION Xl I A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).4708-4709/2005

(From the judgenent and or der dat ed 23/ 08/ 2004 in CvP  No.
SR

No. 85355/ 2003 of The HI GH COURT OF A. P AT HYDERABAD)

G YELLAI AH & ORS. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

SPL. DY. COLLECTOR (LAO, SLBC, NALGONDA Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

W TH SLP(C) NO. 6200 of 2006

(Wth appl n(s) for per ni ssi on to pl ace addi ti onal docunent s on
office

report)

Dat e: 09/04/2007 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASHOK BHAN
HON BLE MR JUSTICE V. S. S| RPURKAR
For Petitioner(s) M. P.Venkat Reddy, Adv. for

in SC 4708-09/05 M. Anil Kunmar Tandal e, Adv.

in SC 6200/ 06 M. V.R Reddy, Sr. Adv.

7055/ 2004

record

&

and



M. P.Venkat Reddy, Adv.for

M. C. S.N Mhan Rao, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Rajnish Kr. Singh, Adv. for

M. T. V. Geor ge, Adv.

M. J.Prabhakar, Adv.
M. E az Magbool, Adv.
M. Vikash Singh, Adv.

M. Abhijeet Sinha, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

SLP(C) No. 4708- 4709/ 2005

The Hi gh Court has di sm ssed t he application filed by t he

petitioners under Secti on 5 of t he Limtation Act, 1963 to condone t he

del ay of 2526 days.

Notice was i ssued by this court on 21. 02. 2005 noticing the

argunent of the petitioners that the High Court in CMP No. 1043 of 2004

had condoned t he del ay of 2526 days in filing t he appeal rel ating to
t he

same acqui sition. The order dat ed 21. 02. 2005 passed by this Court

r eads:

"Counsel for the petitioners contends that the
Hi gh Court in CvP  No. 1043 of 2004 has condoned
the delay of 2526 days in filing the appeal relating to
the sane acquisition but refused to condone the sane

anount of del ay in t he pr esent case. He further



cont ends t hat in view of t he earlier or der passed by
the Hi gh Court, the Bench ought to have condoned the

delay in the present case as well.

Del ay condoned. |ssue notice."

The Hi gh Court had passed the followi ng order in CMP No. 1043
of 2004:
"W are i nclined to condone t he del ay in presenting
t he appeal . Condoned. However , t he cl ai mant s will
not be entitled to interest on the enhanced anount of

compensati on from the date of award till the date of

filing of this appeal."

Counsel for the respondent does not dispute the fact that in CW

No. 1043 of 2004, the High Court had condoned the simlar delay of 2526

days in filing the appeal relating to the sanme acquisition

Since the High Court had condoned the delay in CVP No. 1043 of

2004 of t he same duration rel ating to t he same acqui sition, we deem it
appropriate to condone t he del ay in this case as wel | with t he condi ti
on

that the claimants shall not be entitled to claiminterest on the enhanced

anount of conpensati on from the date of awar d till t he date of filing
of

appeal before the Hi gh Court. Odered accordingly. The H gh Court shal

now deci de the appeal on nerits in accordance with | aw.



The Special Leave Petition is disposed of accordingly.

SLP(C) No. 6200 of 2006

Adj our ned by two weeks.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a)

Court Master

(Kanwal Si ngh)

Court Master



