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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

ORDER

We have heard counsel for the parties.

Having heard counsel for the parties, we feel that it will be in th
e public interest if the

Government is able to take a quick decision in the matter. The urgency is all the more pres
sing for

the reason, as we are informed, that for the maintenance of the works itse
If a sum of about Rs.95

lakhs has to incur per month. Learned Solicitor General states that the Government intends t
o deal

with the matter comprehensively so that there may be no difficulties in
future. There is need to

decide and finalises the matters as quickly as possible keeping in view the comme
rcial angle and

also having regard to the interest of the local investors, and the foreign investment which ma
y come

We expect that by the time this matter comes up before us
next, the matter will be

settled and finalised.

Put up immediately after re-opening.

We do hope and expect that having regard to the pendency of the matter in this
Court,

in matters pending before other authorities/courts, no order will be passe
d which may tend to

disturb or delay the process of settlement.



(Sheetal Dhingra) (Vijay
Dhawan)
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