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SANCHAYANI SAVINGS INVESTMENT(I) LTD.& ORS Appellant (s)
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STATE OF WEST BENGAL & ORS Respondent(s)
(With appln(s) for directions and office report)
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

I.A.N0.139 of 2013 in I.A.N0s.83-92 in C.A.N0.5168 of 2000

In this application, the applicants have made the following
substantive prayers:

"1. Accept the prevalent market rate of Flat No.E-501 & Flat

No.E-502, from the applicants, as assessed by the Special

Officer appointed by this Hon’ble Court.

ii. Pass an order of de-sealing of Flat No.E-501 & Flat No.E-

502, situated in Sanchayani Prestige Complex, Swawlambi Nagar,
Nagpur (Maharashtra) as the applicants are prepared to deposit
the prevalent cost of the flat.

ii. Drop the contempt of court proceedings as initiated
against the applicants by this Hon’ble Court."

We have heard learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
applicants and perused the record.

In our view, there is no valid ground or justification to
entertain the prayer made in the application. The same is accordingly
dismissed.

Contempt Petition (C)No.49 of 2013 in C.A.N0.5168 of 2000

In this petition, the petitioner has prayed for initiation of
contempt proceedings against the Special Officer. for having deliberately
flouted the judgments and order dated 11.02.2005 passed by this Court.

We have heard learned counsel for the petitioner and perused
the record.

In our view, the petitioner has failed to make out a case for
initiation of contempt proceedings against the Special Officer.

The Contempt Petition is accordingly dismissed.
I.A.N0.140 of 2013 in I.A.N0s.83-92 in C.A.N0.5168 of 2000

The application is disposed of by allowing the applicants to
take the documents relating to the students under the supervision of the
Special Officer.

List the remaining I.As and the contempt petition after two
weeks.
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