XII
I TEM NO

2 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I. A NCS.68-70/2012 IN CIVIL APPEAL NO 6962 OF 2005

R K MTTAL & ORS. Appel lant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF U.P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For extension of tine, exenption fromfiling OT. and office

report)
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NO DA:

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

I.A Nos.68 and 70 of 2013 have been filed in GCvil
Appeal No. 6962 of 2005, which had been disposed of on 16th July,
2012, with directions to the Banks in NODA to stop their
comrercial activities and to nove to other prenises.
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Seven nonths’ time was given to the Banks to conplete the
constructions and to nmove out from the places under their
occupation and directions were also given to the Authorities of
NO DA to see that the Plans submtted were processed quickly and
the constructions were conpleted within the tinme granted.

It appears that the tinme-schedule could not be adhered to
and an application was nade by the State Bank of India for
extension of time to conplete the construction and to conply wth
the directions contained in the judgenent dated 16th July, 2012
On 8th March, 2013, such application was allowed and the State Bank
of India was granted one year’s tine to conply with the directions
given in the aforesaid judgenent. |1.A Nos.68 and 70 have been
filed on behalf of the Union Bank of India and Ms. HDFC Bank Ltd.
for simlar relief. Having heard | earned counsel for the parties,
we allow the two applications and grant further one year’s tinme to



the applicant-Banks to conply with the directions contained in the
j udgenment dated 16th July, 2012, passed in G vil Appeal No.6962 of
2005.

The Authorities of NODA may expedite the process of
grant of sanction to the applicant-Union Bank of |ndia. The Bank
shal |l al so cooperate with the Authorities in order to cure any
defects, that may be noticed in the Plans to be sancti oned.

I. A Nos.68 and 70 are di sposed of accordingly.

I.A No.69 of 2013 has been filed by Noble Cooperative
Bank Limited for intervention in the appeal. Havi ng heard
| earned counsel for the
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the parties, the sane is allowed. Let the applicant-Bank be
i npl eaded as a party in the appeal. As far as the other un-

nunmbered application for directions is concerned, let notice issue
on the sane and let the NO DA Authorities respond to the same
within one week after the Holi vacation. Rejoinder affidavit, if
any, may be filed within a week thereafter.

Let the application be listed two weeks after the Hol
vacati on.
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