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ITEM NO.101 ~ Court No.8 SECTION IV

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
CIVIL APPEAL NO. 801 OF 1998
State of Haryana & Ors. Appellant (s)
VERSUS
Giri Raj & Ors. Respondent (s)
( With Office Report)
WITH
C.A.No. 862/1998
(With office report),

SLP (C) No. 5136/1998
(' With appln. for c/delay in filing SLP)

SLP (C) No. 11401/1998
(With appln. for stay and stay and dismissal of SLP and with
office report),

C.A.No. 5145/1998
(' With appln. for directions and with office report )

SLP (C) No. 17832/1998
(With appln. for c/delay in filing SLP)

C.A. No. 6328/1998 - With office report

C.A. No. 230/1999
(' With prayer for interim relief and office report )

SLP (C) No. 17199/1998 - With prayer for interim relief
SLP (C) No. 6290/2001 - With appln. for c/delay in filing SLP

SLP (C) No. 10823-10826/2001
( With prayer for interim relief and office report )

SLP (C) No. 11485-11486/2001 - With office report

SLP (C) No. 13224/2001 - With appln. for c/delay in filing SLP

SLP (C) 2360/2002 - With appln. for c/delay in filing SLP, and

SLP (C) 20588/2002 (CC 556)

(With appln. for c/delay in filing SLP and with office report )
Date : 23/10/2002 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DORAISWAMY RAJU
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.K. SEMA
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For Appellant(s)  Mr. Mahendra Anand, Sr. Adv.@@
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
Mr. Neeraj Kumar Jain,Adv.
Ms. Hema Sahu, Adv.
Mr. J.P.Dhanda,Adv.
For Respondent(s) Mr. Tara Chandra Sharma, Adv.

Mr. Jasbir Malik, Adv. for
Mr. SK Sabharwal, Adv.

Mr. Mahabir Singh,Adv. (NP)
Mr. K.K.Rai,Adv.
Mr.Praveen Swarup,Adv. (NP)

Mr. Rajesh Tyagi,Adv. for
Mr. Praveen Jain,Adv.

Mr. S.K. Bansal, Adv.
Mrs. Savitri Bansal, Adv. for
Mr. Dharam Bir Raj Vohra,Adv.

Ms. Renu George, Adv. for
Mr. Dinesh Kumar Garg,Adv.

Mr. B.D.Sharma,Adv. (NP)

Mr. Mohd.Tahir Siddiqui,Adv. (NP)

Upon hearing counsel the Court made the following

ORDER
........ Leorrdhoon T T T Tl T
.SP2
Delay condoned.
Leave granted.
The appeals are dismissed in terms of signed order.
No costs.
.SP1
(D.L. Chugh) (K.K. Chadha)
Court Master Court Master
Signed orders in CA 801/98 and rest of
the matters are placed on the file
.PL55
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
CIVIL APPEAL NO. 801 OF 1998@ @
CCcCcceceeceeceecececececececcececceccecececcecce
State of Haryana & Ors. ....Appellants

VERSUS

Giri Raj & Ors. ....Respondents



ORDER@®@
cccecceceecece
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Heard the learned senior counsel for the appellants
and learned counsel for the respondents.

Though an attempt has been made by the learned senior
counsel for the appellant to differentiate this case from the
other batch of cases which has been separately disposed of by
us today, we see nothing concrete on the materials placed on
record to really differentiate this case from the other
cases. Consequently, applying the same ratio which has been
adopted in the other casesi.e. C.A. N0.862 of 1998 etc.
this appeal also fails and stands dismissed. No costs.

.SP1
......................... JO@
BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB
(DORAISWAMY RAJV)@ @
BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB
........................ Jo@
BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB
(H.K. SEMA) @@
BBBBBBBBBBB
New Delhi,
October 23, 2002
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
CIVIL APPEAL NO. 862 OF 1998@@
CCcCccceceeceecececccecccececececececececececce
State of Haryana & Ors. ....Appellants
VERSUS
Krishan Lal & Ors. ....Respondents
WITH

C.A. Nos.5145, 6328 of 1998, 230 of 1999, and C.A.@@
CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCe
Nos.6879, 6886, 6884, 6926 of 2002 @ SLP(C) N0s.5136,@@
CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCe
11401, 17832, 17199 of 1998, and C.A. Nos.6881,@@
CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
6887-6890, 6882-83, 6885 of 2002 @ SLP(C) N0s.6290,@@
CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCe
10823-826, 11485-486, 13224 of 2001 and C.A.N0s.6891@@
CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCe
and 6892 of 2002 @ SLP(C) Nos.2360/2002 &@@
CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCe

SLP(C).20588 (CC 556/2002)/2002@ @
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ORDER@®@
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Heard the learned senior counsel for the appellants
and learned counsel for the respondents.

In the light of the order passed by this Court in
C.A. No0s.1579-90 of 1998 etc. dated 18th March, 1998
rejecting similar appeals we see no merits in these appeals.
Consequently, the appeals shall stand dismissed, having
regard to the said order. No costs.

Mr. Mahendra Anand, learned senior counsel appearing
for the appellants tried to submit that the letter dated 10th
March, 1983 laying down certain criteria different from the
one laid down in the earlier letter dated 23rd November, 1981
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was not considered by the High Court, or even in the earlier
cases before this Court. We are afraid, we can allow such a
contention to be raised at this stage according a premium on
the lapse of all those concerned at the relevant point of
time. Except observing that we do not express any opinion
on the effect of the same, we are not prepared to take any
different opinion than the one already taken by this Court in
the other cases noticed above.

.SP1
......................... JO@
BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB
(DORAISWAMY RAJU)@ @
BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB

........................ JoO@
BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB
(H.K. SEMA) @ @
BBBBBBBBBBB

New Delhi,

October 23, 2002



