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 SLP(C)No. 8288 OF 2001

ITEM No.56 and 62            Court No. 5                  SECTION IVB

                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.8288/2001

   (From the judgement and order dated 11/12/2000 in CWP 7270/00
   of The HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

  BALJINDER SINGH & ORS.                                    Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  BALWANT SINGH & ORS.                                      Respondent (s)

( With prayer for interim relief )
  With SLP(C)No.12433-12434/2001@@
       CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
( With appln. for permission to place addl. documents on record )
( With prayer for interim relief )
  With SLP(C) No....CC 5465-66/2001@@
       CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
( With appln. for permission to file SLP )
( With prayer for interim relief )

  Date : 20/08/2001 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE V.N. KHARE
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. AGRAWAL

  For Petitioner (s)
  in SLP 8288           Mr. Aditya Kumar Chaudhary, Adv.
                        Mr. Bharat Singh, Adv.
                        Mr. Ugra Shankar Pd.,Adv.

  in SLP 12433-34       Mr. RK Jain, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. Jagjit Singh Chhabra, Adv.

  in CC 5465-66         Mr. Rakesh Dwivedi, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. Rajiv Mehta, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)
  in SLP 12433-34 &
  CC 5465-66            Mr. Ravindra Bana, Adv.

                   UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                    O R D E R

...................L......I.....T.......T.......T.......T..........J
                          Permission to file SLP granted.



                                                             ...2/-

                                          -2-

                          It   is  contended  on   behalf   of   the
                   petitioners  that under the Rules there could not
                   have been allotment of land of more than 10 acres
                   and  further the land which was reserved for  the
                   Scheduled  Castes  has been given to the  General
                   Candidates.   It  is  also   contended  that  the
                   de-reservation  of  the land was contrary to  the
                   Rules.   We  find from the judgment of  the  High
                   Court  that  the petitioners have already made  a
                   representation to the Deputy Commissioner in this
                   regard.    We,  therefore,   direct  the   Deputy
                   Commissioner  to  consider  and  dispose  of  the
                   matters  in accordance with law within six  weeks
                   from  the  date on which certified copy  of  this
                   order  is  served  on him.  Lastly,  it  is  also
                   contended  that the petitioners have already sown
                   the crop and the same is standing on the disputed
                   land  and the petitioners be permitted to cut the
                   crop  only  after  depositing  half  of  the  bid
                   amount,  namely, Rs.4,000/- per acre.  The Deputy
                   Commissioner  shall also consider this aspect  of
                   the matter while deciding the representation.

                          With  the above observations, the  special
                   leave petitions are dismissed.
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                   (Alka Dudeja)                      (S. Krishnan)
                   Court Master                        Court Master


