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ITEM NO.36                    COURT NO.4                      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(s).14909-
14910/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 25/03/2011 and 05/04/2011 in
LPA No. 583/2011 of The HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH)

HARYANA STATE AGR.MARKETING BOARD & ORS.                         Petitioner(s)

                     VERSUS

M/S SHANTI FRUIT COMPANY                                         Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
Judgment and with prayer for interim relief and office report)
With
SLP(C)No.15195-15220/2011
(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
Judgment and with prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 23/05/2011      These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD
                      (VACATION BENCH)

For Petitioner(s)          Mr.Govind Goel, Adv.
                           Mr. Mohan Lal Sharma,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

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

           These petitions are directed against two interim orders

passed by the Division Bench of the Punjab & Haryana High Court

whereby directions were issued to the petitioners to consider the

applications   of    the    respondents       for    allotment   of    shops   in   new

vegetable market, Hisar and further directed Chief Administrator,
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Haryana Agricultural Marketing Board to fix a fresh date for draw

of lots.

           We have heard Shri Govind Goel, learned counsel appearing

for the petitioners and perused the record.

           In our view, the discretion exercised by the High Court

for entertaining the prayer of the respondents for interim relief

does not suffer from any patent legal infirmity which may call for



interference under Article 136 of the Constitution.

           The special leave petitions are accordingly dismissed.

   (Satish K.Yadav)                           (Phoolan Wati Arora)
     Court Master                                Court Master


