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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
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ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 3048 OF 2007

UNION OF I NDIA & ANR Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
RATAN LAL AGARWAL(D) TR LRS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief )
Date: 21/07/2010 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Appel I ant(s) . Mohan Parasaran, ASG

Nar esh Kaushi k, Adv.
Madhumi tta Tatia, Adv.for
D. S. Mahra, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Rajiv Dutta, Sr. Adv.
. M P. Shorawal a, Adv.
.Jyoti Saxena, Adv.

Vi pin K Saxena, Adv.
M's. Shashi Karian, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The Appeal is dism ssed. No costs.

However, the appellants are granted six nonths’ tine
fromtoday to vacate the prenises in question on furnishing
usual undertaking before this Court within six weeks from
t oday.

We nake it clear that we are not expressing any
opi nion as to whether the respondents violated any terns of
the grant and it is always open to the governnent to take
action for resunption of the lease in accordance with | aw
if the respondents violated any terns of the grant.
(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) ( I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master

[signed order is placed of the file]
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Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 3048 OF 2007

Uni on of I ndia & Another .. Appel l ants
ver sus

Ratan Lal Agarwal (D) Tr. Lrs. .. Respondent s



ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

Thi s Appeal has been filed agai nst t he i mpugned
j udgnent and or der of t he Hi gh Court of Judi cature at
Al'l ahabad dated 15th February, 2007 passed in Cvil Revision
No. 360 of 2006.

The facts in det ai | have been set out in t he
i mpugned j udgnment and hence we are not repeating the sane
here.

Adm ttedly, t he | ease grant ed in favour of t he
appel I ants expired in t he year 1995 but t hey have not
vacated the prem ses

M. Mohan Par asar an, | ear ned Addi ti onal Solicitor
Gener al relies on t he deci si on of this Court in Chi ef
Executive O ficer vs. Surendra Kumar Vakil & Others (1999)

3 SCC 555. The facts of that case are totally different
fromthe facts of the present case. In that case, the

governnent issued notice for resunption of the grant in the

cant onnent area on t he ground t hat t he occupant had
viol ated certain terns of the grant. In the present case
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there is no such pl eadi ngs of viol ation of t he grant.

Hence, we are of the opinion that there is no nmerit in this
appeal and it is, accordingly, dismssed. No costs.
However, the appellants are granted six nonths’ tinme
fromtoday to vacate the prenises in question on furnishing
usual undertaking before this Court within six weeks from
t oday.
We nake it clear that we are not expressing any
opi nion as to whether the respondents violated any terns of
the grant and it is always open to the governnent to take
action for resunption of the lease in accordance with | aw

if the respondents violated any terns of the grant.
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