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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.15016/ 1999

(From the judgenent and order dated 23/11/1998 in FA 278/95

of The H GH COURT OF M P AT JABALPUR)

DI WAKAR S| NGH Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF M P. Respondent (s)

( Wth prayer for interimrelief )
( For Final Disposal )

Date : 04/04/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A.P. M SRA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL

For Petitioner (s)
M. Shiv Sagar Tiwari, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms. Ceetanjali Mhan, Adv. for
State of MP. M. Satish K Agnihotri, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
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Leave granted.
The appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.
Costs on the parties.
. SP1
Sarita (Suneet Bal a Sharm) @@
Court Master @@
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(Signed order is placed on the file)
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON



ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2651 OF 2001@@
CCCCOCCCCCOCCCCCOCCCCCOCCCCCC
(Arising out of S.L.P.(C)No.15016/1999)

DI WAKAR SI NCH .. APPELLANT
VERSUS
STATE OF M P. .. RESPONDENT
O R D E R@@
ccceceeece

Leave granted.

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The H gh Court by nmeans of inmpugned order reduced the
interest from15%to 9% The appellant being aggrieved, has filed
the present appeal

Notice was issued by this Court on 1st Cctober, 1999 linited
to the question as to why the reduction in interest from15%to 9%
shoul d not be confined only for one year

This nmatter is squarely covered by the decision of this
Court in Meharban & Ors. Vs. State of UP. & Os. 1997 (6) SCC@@

Ccceecececcecccee (6000600060006006060000:

54 and Sita Devi Vs. State of Haryana & Anr. 1996 (8) SCC 83@@
cceeceece (660060600606006060060600600;

wherein it held, interest upto one year 9% and thereafter till the

paynment is nmade it is 15%

In view of the aforesaid decision, the order of the High
Court is unsustainable to the extent of reduction of interest as
af or esai d. The appeal succeeds and is allowed in terns of the
sai d decision. Costs on the parties.

New Del hi, J.
April 4, 2001. (B.N. AGRAVAL)



