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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Heard the | earned counsel for the parties for a while.
Interlocutory application is disposed of.
The civil appeal is disposed of.

No costs.

[ T.1. Rajput ][ Shelly Sengupta ]
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]
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An industrial plot was allotted to the appellant by the respondents. Subsequently, the all ot
ment was cancel |l ed on account of certain defaults alleged to have been comritted by the appel
ant. The appellant filed a wit petition in the H gh Court challenging the action of the resp
ondents cancelling the allotment made. The High Court dism ssed the wit petition. Hence, th
i s appeal

The | earned counsel for the parties submitted that during the pendency of the appeal, certain
devel opnents have taken place. The respondents offered allotnent of an alternate plot to the
appel lant without prejudice to the rights and contentions. The appellant accepted the said of

fer made by the respondents. There is no dispute between the parties that the alternate plot
bearing Nos. E-4 to E-6, neasuring 3000 sq. neters in Industrial Area, Udyog Kunj, Ghazi abad,
has been allotted. It is clear fromthe letter
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of the appellant to the respondents dated 13th February, 2001 that the appellant has agreed fo
r paynent of price for the plot as is indicated in paragraph (2) of the said letter. The lear
ned counsel for the parties subnit that in view of this position, we may not exam ne the merit
s of the respective contentions but dispose of the appeal in view of the devel opnents afore-ne
ntioned, nanely, the allotnment of alternate plot to the appellant. However, there is sone nin
or controversy as to the demand of interest on the bal ance premnm um which was to be paid by the
appel lant to the respondents. In our view, having regard to the facts and circunstances of t
he case, the respondents need not insist for interest on the bal ance prem um anount, as indica

ted in their letter dated 10th July, 1998.

The civil appeal is, accordingly, disposed of.

It is needless to state that the interimorder passed by this court stands vacated in view of

t he di sposal of the appeal

No costs.

...................... J.
[ SHI VARAJ V. PATI L]

...................... J.
[D.M DHARMADHI KARI

New Del hi ,

Sept enber 25, 2003.



