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Civil Appeal No. 1893 of 1998

HARNAM S. KAPOOR (DEAD) BY L. RS. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
SH V DUTT TI WARI & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth office report)

Date : 25/11/2003 Thi s Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE SHI VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE D.M DHARMADHI KARI

For Appellant (s)M. Bharat Sangal, Adv.
Ms. Sangeeta S. Pani cker, Adv.
M. R R Kunar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)M. Ashok A. Desai, Sr. Adv.
M. Anuvrat Sharma, Adv.
M. Unesh Bhagwat, Adv.

Dr. (Ms.) Vipin Gupta, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the parties from2.00 p.m to 2.45 p.m
The civil appeal is disposed of as wi thdrawn.

No costs.

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

[ Signed order is placed on the file]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
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Harnam S. Kapoor (Dead) By L.Rs. ... Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

Shiv Dutt Tiwari & Os. ... Respondent ( s)

O R D E R

After hearing | earned counsel for the parties for sonme time, the | earned counsel for the appe

| ants sought permission to withdraw the application filed under Section 12 and the rel ease app
lication filed under Section 16 of the Utar Pradesh Urban Buil dings (Regul ation of Letting, R
ent and Eviction) Act, 1972 [for short, "the Act"] thenselves stating that all the grounds ava
ilable to them are not pleaded and the details and particulars also are not given in that appl

ication. 1In that view of the matter, the appellants will file a conpehensive fresh applicatio
n under the Act or will avail other renedy available to them He subnmitted that the responden
ts, who are now paying the anount as per the orders of this Court dated 23rd February, 1988, s
hall continue to pay in future also in terms thereof, until further orders are passed by the c

onpetent authority/court. The | earned senior counsel for the

.2 -

- 2 -

respondents has no objection to grant pernission to withdraw the rel ease application filed by
the appell ant before the prescribed authority. 1In this viewof the matter, we pernit the appe

Ilants to withdraw the application filed under Section 12 of the Act and al so the rel ease app
ication filed under Section 16 of the Act before the prescribed authority. The civil appeal

s, accordingly, disposed of as withdrawn. W may, however, also clarify that the inpugned ord

er does not cone in the way of the appellants in the proceedings that may be initiated by them
pursuant to the w thdrawal of the applications, as indicated above.

No costs.

...................... J.
[ SHI VARAJ V. PATIL]

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

New Del hi ,
November 25, 2003.



