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Bal Ram Appel lant  (s)
VERSUS
Union of India & Anr. Respondent (s)
W TH

SLP(C)..../2000 (CC 1201)
(Wth appln. for c/delay in filing SLP)

Date : 01-10-2002 Thi s/ These matter(s) was/were called
on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DORAI SWAMY RAJU
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SH VARAJ V. PATIL

For Appellant (s) M. Punit Dutt Tyagi, Adv.

Madhu Swet a, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms.
Ms. Indu Mal hotra, Adv.
M.

V. B. Saharya, Adv. for
Ms Saharya & Co., Adv.

Ms. Rekha Pandey, Adv.
for Ms. Sushnma Suri, Adv.

Upon hearing counsel the Court nade the follow ng

ORDER
........ e [ e 1 1 |
SP2
Del ay condoned in SLP(C) No.... of 2000 (CC:.1201).
Leave granted.
The appeals are disposed of in ternms of the signed
order. There shall be no order as to costs.
. SP1
(Neena Ver ma) (K. K. Chadha)
Court Master Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file.
. PA
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
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Bal Ram .... Appellant
Ver sus
Uni on of India and Anr. .... Respondents

W TH
SL.P. (O No........ /2000 (CC: 1201)

OR D E R@@

Del ay condoned in S L.P.(Q No. . ... of 2000
(CC:1201).

Leave granted.

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties. It
is contended by the |earned counsel appearing for the
appellants that the question raised in this case is covered
by the judgnment rendered by the Constitution Bench in the
case of Sunder Vs. Union of India, reported in 2001 (7) SCC@®

CCcccee (6660000066060 00;

211 wherein it has been held that the claimant is entitled
to interest on any other sum payable wunder sub-sections
(1)(A and (2) of Section 23 of the Land Acquisition Act,
1894. Learned counsel appearing for Union of India fairly
accepts this position.

Having regard to the above decision, the judgnent
under challenge is nodified only to the extent noted above.
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It is made clear that if in any case, in the appeals filed
by the Union of India, challenging the very quantum of
conpensati on awarded under the i mpugned j udgnent is
altered/nodified then the anbunt to be paid towards interest
to the appellant in the case also shall be proportionately
reduced in accordance with the said judgnent.

The appeals are disposed of on the above terns.
There shall be no order as to costs.

. SP1

( SH VARAJ V. PATIL )
New Del hi ,
Cct ober 01, 2002



