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| TEM NO 1 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON | VB
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).5100/2011

(From the judgenent and order dated 19/01/2011 in CWP No

2570/ 2004 of The H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

SHAM LAL & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF PUNJAB & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for permission to place addl. docunents on record
and exenption fromfiling c¢c/c of the inpugned Judgnent and
exenption fromfiling OT. and with prayer for interimrelief and
of fice report)
Date: 24/02/ 2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHV

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ASOK KUMAR GANGULY
For Petitioner(s) M . Raj u Ramachandran, Sr. Adv.
M. Aj ay Marwah, Adv.
M . Rakesh Si ngh, Adv.
M. Arun K Sinha, Adv.
M . Kri shan Kumar, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard Shri Raj u Ramachandran, |earned senior counsel for
the petitioners. One of the grounds on which the petitioners had
chal | enged the acquisition of their | and and which ground has been
reiterated in the special |eave petition is that even though they
had rai sed structure on the | and proposed to be acquired before
the issue of notification under Section 36 of the Punjab Town

| mpr ovenent Act, 1922, t he Di vi si on Bench of t he Hi gh
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erroneously held that the constructions were made after the issue
of notification.

I ssue notice on the special |eave petition as also on the
petitioners’ prayer for interimrelief, returnable in four weeks.
Dasti, in addition, is permtted.

In t he meanwhi | e, t he respondents are restrai ned

demol i shi ng t he structures exi sting on t he | and of

Court

from

t he



petitioners.

(Satish K Yadav) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



