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Har bans Lal Ml hotra and Sons Ltd.
Vs.
Uni on of India and Os.

( Wth prayer for interimrelief )
Wth T.C. (O No. 13/2001@@
CCCCCCCeeeeeeeceeceeeece

Appel I ant (s)

Respondent (s)

( Wth appln. for inpleading party )
Dat e: 06-02-2002 Thi s/ These matter(s) was/were called
on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. N. KHARE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASHOK BHAN
For appellant (s) M. Shanti Bhushan, Sr. Adv.
M. Prashant Bhushan, Adv.
M. Sanj eev Kapoor, Adv.
M. Sanjay Pathak, Adv.
For respondent (s) M. Mikul Rohtagi, ASG
No. 4 M. VB Saharya, Adv.
for Ms. Saharya and Co.
No. 1 M. TLV lyer, Sr.Adv.
Ms. Rekha Pandey, Adv.
Ms. Varuna Bhandari, Adv.
for M. DS Mahra, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel, the Court nade the follow ng
ORDER
..... L.....I e [ N |
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M Mukul Rohtagi, |earned ASG addressed the Co.u.rt

from 10.35 to 11.25 a.m Thereafter M. Shanti Bhushan,
| earned senior counsel nmade his submission till 11.50
a.m

The matters shall be placed before a Bench of three
Judges. Accordingly, the papers shall be placed before
Hon’ bl e the Chief Justice.

(Al ka Dudej a) (S. Krishnan)

R



Court Master Court Master

Signed order is placed on the file.
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4685 OF 2001@@
(660 0660060600600060006600660006:
Har bans Lal Mal hotra and Sons Ltd. ... Appellant (s)
Vs.
Uni on of India and Os. ... Respondent (s)
Wth T.C.(C No. 13/2001. @@
(600 06000600060006000600000:
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One of us doubts the correctness of the decisions
rendered by a Bench of two Judges in State of Punjab and@@
(600 0c00060006000000
Os. Vs. Sharan Pal Singh and Ors. - 1996 (11) SCC 683@@
Cccc (6600600060 006000600660006:
and Mohanji and Anr. Vs. State of UP. and Os. - JT@@
(660 066006660060006 (660 066006600660066006060;
1995 (8) SC 599, wherein it is held that where the Land
Acqui sition Oficer |eaves the question for determ nation
of conpensation for superstructures for a |later date then
the award for the superstructures would be deened to be
nil as not laying the good | aw.
In that view of the nmatter, these matters are
required to be decided by a Bench of three Judges.
Let the matters be placed before Hon ble the
Chi ef Justice for appropriate orders.
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(V. N. KHARE)
.................... J.
NEW DELHI ( ASHCK BHAN)
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