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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.10769/2001

(From the judgenent and order dated 18/05/2001 in CW 1224/01

of The HI GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

SANTOSH KUMARI & ANR. Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

HARYANA URBAN DEVELOPMENT AUTHORI TY &CORS Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)
( Wth Appln(s). for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned Judgnent )

Date : 05/10/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R C. LAHOTI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. VENKATARAMA REDDI

For Petitioner (s)
M. Dinesh Kumar Garg, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. J.P. Dhanda, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
......... L T e I
SP2
Leave granted. The appeal is disposed of.
SP1
(Ganga Thakur) (Radha Rani Bhati a)
P.S. to Registrar Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file.
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SANTOSH KUVARI & ANR ... APPELLANTS

VERSUS
HARYANA URBAN DEVELOPMENT ... RESPONDENTS
AUTHORI TY & ORS
O R D E R@@
ccceeeece
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Leave granted.

The appellants were allotted a nilk dairy booth
by the respondent authority. The allotnment was sought to
be cancelled and taken possession of for non-paynent of
dues which were sought to be recovered by charging
compound interest at the rate of 18% per annum A wit
petition filed by the appellants |aying challenge to the
i mpugned denmand was adnitted for hearing but no interim
relief was granted to the appellants. The respondent
authority was allowed Iliberty to auction the site in
di sput e. This appeal is directed against that part of
the order by which interimrelief has been refused to the
appel I ants.

Pursuant to the order dated 2.7.2001 passed by
this Court an anpbunt of Rs.3,10,985/- has been deposited
by the appellants with the respondent authority towards

2
the inpugned denand. The anount so deposited covers
princi pal amount  of demand with sinpl e i nterest
calculated at the rate of 10% per annum |t appears that

the booth was seal ed by the respondent authority and then
subj ected to auction. However, the prospective purchaser
has w thdrawn his bid and the anpbunt of bid has been
refunded to himduring the pendency of this appeal before
this Court.

After hearing the | earned counsel for the parties
this appeal 1is disposed of in terns of followng
directions which in our opinion would neet the ends of
justice.

1) The mlk dairy booth shall continue to remain in
possession and occupation of the appellants who
may use the sanme in accordances with all ot nent
letter dated 12.1.1987

2) The appellants shall continue to pay to the
respondents the periodi cal anbunt due and payabl e
by them in ternms of the allotnment letter dated

12.1.1987.
3) The seal put by the respondent authority on the
booth shall be renoved, by the r espondent

authority wthin a period of tw weeks from

13
today, as nobody stands to gain by keeping the
booth cl osed and seal ed.

4) This order shall be construed as an interim
relief allowed by the High Court so as to renain
in operation during the pendency of wit petition



5)

before the H gh Court subject to such further
directions as the High Court may deem fit to
make.

In the event of wit petition being dismssed by
the High Court the appellants shall remain
obliged to satisfy the demand raised by the
respondent authority, to the extent upheld by
the High Court, within a period of six weeks from
the date of the decision of the High Court.

The appeal is disposed of. No order as to costs.

W meke it clear that this order shall not be

construed as expression of any opinion on the nerits of
the matter at large before the Hi gh Court.

. SP1

New Del hi, J.
Cct ober 5, 2001. (P. VENKATARAMA REDDI )



