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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).2283/2006

(From the judgement and order dated 06/01/2006 in  CR No. 5927/2004  of The 

HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

V.K. CHOPRA                                                 Petitio ner(s)

                        VERSUS

SUBHASH CHANDER                                             Re spondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief )

Date: 06/02/2006  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.P. SINGH

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ALTAMAS KABIR

For Petitioner(s)                                       Mr. T.L.V. Iyer, Sr. adv.

                                                        Mr. Sudarshan Rajan, Adv.

                                                        Mr. Sachin Chopra, adv.

                                                        Ms. Mishi Choudhary, Adv.

                                        Mr. P. Narasimhan,Adv.

For Respondent(s)                                       Mr. Jagdish Kumar Chawla,Adv.

                         UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                                        O R D E R 

                                        We may  only   notice  at   this  stage  that  the  co
unsel  for the  petitioner  contends  before   us

                         that the question as to whether the respondent, a retired employee of
 the I.D.P.L. can be considered to

                         be specified landlord has been the subject matter of decision of this
 Court in the case of Officers and

                         Supervisors of IDPL Vs. Chairman & M.D., I.D.P.L. & Ors. 2003  (6) SC
C, 490 which holds that he



                         cannot claim the status of a specified landlord under the Act.  He al
so submits that the High Court is

                         not   right   in   stating   that   in   the   earlier   revision   p
etition   filed   by   the   petitioner   the   plea   of   the

                         respondent   not   being   a   specified  landlord   has  not  been  
 raised  and   in  this   connection  he  draws   out

                         attention to the grounds at page 42 of the paperbook. 
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             Issue notice.

             Counsel for respondent present on caveat accepts notice and prays for one week’s 
time to

file counter affidavit.  As prayed for, one week’s time is granted to file counter affidavit. 
 Rejoinder, if

any, may be filed within one week thereafter.  Put up this matter soon thereafter.

 (Ajay Kr. Jain)                                                                            (V
ijay Dhawan)   

   Court Master                                                                           Cour
t Master    


