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  Mohd. Siddiq                                          Appellant (s)

                                Versus

  Prescribed Authority, Allahabad & Ors.                Respondent (s)

( With Office Report )

  Dated: 09/10/2001: This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM:

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SYED SHAH MOHAMMED QUADRI
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.N. PHUKAN

  For Appellant (s)     Mrs. Rachna Gupta, Adv.
                        Dr. IP. Singh, Adv.
                        Ms. Sangeeta, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. Rakesh Dwivedi, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. Anis Suhrawardy, Adv.

                UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                  O R D E R@@
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                The appeal is dismissed.  No costs.
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        (S.Thapar)                                 (Kanwal Singh)   @@
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
      PS to Registrar                               Court Master@@
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

                The signed order is placed on the file.
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                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                     CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                     CIVIL APPEAL NO.2467 OF 1998@@
                     EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

  Mohd. Siddiq                                          Appellant (s)

                                Versus

  Prescribed Authority, Allahabad & Ors.                Respondent (s)

                              O R D E R@@
                              EEEEEEEEE
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                Having  heard the learned counsel at length and having
        perused  the order under appeal, we find no justifiable ground
        to interfere with the order under challenge.
                However,  having regard to the facts and circumstances
        of  this case, we think it just and appropriate to grant  time
        to  the appellant to vacate the premises till June 30, 2002 on
        his filing a usual undertaking within four weeks from today.
                Accordingly, the appeal is dismissed.  No costs.
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                                                ..........................J
                                                (Syed Shah Mohammed Quadri)

        New Delhi,                              ..........................J
        October 09, 2001                        (S.N. Phukan)


