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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).8398-8399 and 12415 of 2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 19/12/2003 in CWNo. 85/2003 & RA No. 130/2004 & CWP No.

1138/ 2003 of The H GH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

SUPER BAZAR KARAMCHARI DALI T SANGH & CORS Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP, directions, intervention, inpleadnent and directions
and

i npl eadnent and office report ))

Wth

SLP(C) No. 22640 of 2005

(Wth appln.(s) for Cdelay in refiling SLP and with prayer for interimrelief and office repo
rt)

Date: 26/07/2006 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE B. P. SI NGH

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ALTAMAS KABI R

For Petitioner(s)

Anoop G Chaudhary, Sr.Adv.
Sarwa Mtter, Adv.

June Chaudhary, Adv.

Sant osh Gupta, Adv.
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Amit gupta, Adv.



For MS Mtter & Mtter Co., Adv.

For Respondent (s)

M.

Moni ka Garg, Adv.

Ms. Kavita Wadi a, Adv.

s 5 %

MVs.

R K. Kapoor, Adv.
M K. Vernm, [/ Adv.
Govi nd Kaushi k, Adv.

Ani ta Sharma, Adv.

M. Anis Ahned Khan , Adv

5

For

D. N. Gobur dhan , Adv
Pi nky Anand, Adv.

Ceeta Luthra, Adv.

Vi shnu B. Saharya, Adv.

M S Saharya & Co. , Adv
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M. K K Tyagi, Adv.

M. |ftekhar Ahmad, Adv.

M. P. Narasi mhan , Adv
M. Rakesh K. Khanna, Adv.
Dr. Rashm Khanna, Av.
Ms. Jhanavi Wohra, Adv.
M. Surya Kant , Adv

M. Soli J. Sorabjee, Adv.
Dr. MIlind Sathe, Sr.Adv.

M. K R Sasiprabhu , Adv

M. MK Sreegesh, Adv.

M. Ashish Varma, Adv.

M. A K Prasad, Adv.



M. Ravi ndra Kumar , Adv

A. Saran, ASG
S. Wasim a. Qadri, Adv.
R N. Ver ma, Adv.

V. K. Verma , Adv
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G Prakash, Adv.

Ranjit Kumar, Sr.Adv.
Vi vek Singh, Av.

Tanveer Ahned, Adv.

s 5 55

Arvind Kumar Qupta , Adv

M. Raj esh Ranjan, Adv.
M. Shiv Kant, Adv.

Dr. Kail ash Chand , Adv

M. A ay Thakur, Adv.
M. Shree Prakash Sinha, Adv.

M. C. D. Singh ,Adv

In |.A No.29 M. Anil Karanwal, Adv.
(For inpleadnent) M. Satbir Pillania, Adv.

Dr. Sushil Bal wada, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

We have heard the parties for sone tine.

We have considered the various provisions of the Milti-State Cooperat
ive Societies

Act , 2002. Si nce t he Super Bazar Cooperati ve Soci ety is gover ned by
t he Multi-State



Cooperative Societies Act, 2002 and the existing Cooperative Society is not sought to be
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di spl aced, we have to consi der whet her, consi st ent with t he provi si ons of
t he Milti-State

Cooperative Societies Act, the bidders before us can be permitted to bring in funds toward
s

share capital, working requirenent and for repaynent of liabilities, and at the sane tine give

them sufficient control of t he managenent of t he Soci ety. Certain provisio
ns have been

poi nt ed out to us with regard to the constitution of Boar d of Di rect
ors, voti ng rights,

limtation on the power of the Society to borrow funds, power of the Government to noninate

the menbers of the Board of Directors etc. It has been argued before us that in exercise o
f

power vest ed under t he Act, t he Regi strar of t he Cooperative Soci eties c
an gi ve certain

directions. Simlarly, the bye-laws of the Society may be suitably anended so that the person

who is ultimately selected to induct funds for the rehabilitation and revival of the Super Baz
ar

enjoys a legal status within the schene of the Act.

Counsel for the parties state that they will consider the provisions of the Act an
d put

in witing their proposal regarding the manner in which the object can be achi eved, either by

anendi ng t he bye- | aws or by appropri ate directions i ssued by t he Regi strar
of Cooper ati ve

Soci eties under the Act, or in any other manner.

Counsel for the NND.MC. subnmtted that so far as the Connaught Place building is

concerned, the Conmittee wishes to convert it into a nultiplex. In any event, it is subnmtte
d



that the licence fee fixed at Rs.one per square feetis too meager. The Conmittee may not be

averse to letting out a portion of the premises after the reconstruction of the building, but
on

mar ket rent. He submitted t hat t he Muni ci pal Conmittee will allow the
sel ected bi dder to

occupy the prem ses to the extent of its requirenent.
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However, we direct the Cormittee to file before this Court a statement show ng the

floor area that nmay be available after reconstruction, and to specify to what extent it wll
be

willing to grant on licence fee or rental basis the prenises to the Super Bazar. He wil
I also

indicate the tine that may be taken in reconstructing the building as proposed.

The pot enti al bi dder may intimte to t he Counsel for t he N.D. M
.C t he ext ent of

their requirenent.

The proposals as well as the statenment shall be filed in this Court by the in
t endi ng

bi dders as al so by t he Counsel for t he N.D. M C. and t he Uni on of
I ndi a bef ore 1st  August,

2006. .

Put up this matter on 3rd August, 2006.

Order may be given dasti.

(Sukhbir Paul Kaur) (Raj esh Dham

Court Master Court Master



