6#| TEM NO. 108 COURT NO. 10 SECTI ON X |

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 4817 OF 1999

M RAMAKRI SHNAN Appel lant (s)

VERSUS

H NDUSTAN PETROLEUM CORPN. LTD., T.N. Respondent ('s)

( Wth office report )

Dat e: 05/05/2005 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE B. P. SINGH
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN KUMAR
For Appellant(s) Ms. Mani ka Pandey, Adv.for
M. KK Mni, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Mss Arti Singh, Adv.

For M. Sanjay Kapur, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

JUDGMENT

The appeal is dismssed in terns of the signed judgnent.

NON- REPORTABLE.



(Sheet al Dhi ngra) (Vijay Dhawa

Court Master Court Master

[ Signed judgnent is placed on the file]

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL No. 4817 OF 1999

M  RAMAKRI SHNAN
.. Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

H NDUSTAN  PETRCLEUM  CORPN. LTD. ,
.. Respondent (s)

JUDGMENT

B. P. SINGH, J.

Heard counsel for the parties.

This appeal is against an interimorder of the Hi gh Court whereby in



a pendi ng Second Appeal the H gh Court directed the respondent to deposit the

rent at t he rate of Rs. 1250/ - per nmont h from 1.5.1993 and at t he rat

e of

Rs. 2000/ - per month with effect from January 1, 1999 till the di sposal of
t he

Second Appeal

The grievance of the appellant is that the | and which was | eased out in

the year 1973 for a period of 20 years for setting up a Petrol Station i s being

utilised by the respondent for parking of vehicles which gives to the respondent

an earning of Rs.1000/- per day. Ther ef or e, the appellant prayed before t he

Hi gh Court t hat during t he pendency of t he appeal r espondent shoul d be

directed to deposit by way of rent a sum of Rs.10,000/- per nonth. The prayer,

as noticed above, was only partly allowed with the direction to deposit rent at

t he enhanced rates noted above.

This being an interimorder, we do not wish to interfere in exercise of

our discretion under Article 136 of the Constitution of |ndia. We, therefore,

di smi ss the appeal . However, the disnissal of this appeal will not prevent the

appel | ant from making an appropriate prayer bef ore t he H gh Court to fix a

hi gher rent at the tinme of the final disposal of the Second Appeal

W should not be understood to have expressed any opinion on the

merit of the claimof the appellant, and it will be open to the High Court to pass

an appropriate order in accordance with | aw.

No costs.



(B.P. SINGH)

(ARUN KUVAR)
New Del hi

May 05, 2005.



