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ITEM NO.7                    COURT NO.3              SECTION XIV

             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)....../2011
                                             CC 12458/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 07/12/2000 in           RFA No. 71/1989
of The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

UNION OF INDIA TR.LAQ COLLECTOR                         Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

RICHHPAL (D) THRU LRS. & ORS                            Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,c/delay in refiling SLP and
office report ))

WITH S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 12476 of 2011
(With office report)

Date: 16/08/2011     These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.V. RAVEENDRAN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATNAIK

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Harin P. Rawal,ASG
                        Ms. Vimla Sinha,Adv.
                        Mr. Wasim Qadri,Adv.
                        Mrs.s Anil Katiyar,Adv.

For Respondent(s)       Mr. Shashindra Tripathi,Adv.
                        Mr. Debasis Misra,Adv.

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

              There is a delay of 3733 days in filing SLP(C).CC

     No.12458/2011     and     3771   days    in   filing   SLP(C)..CC

     No.12476/2011.     The delay is not properly explained and

     the special leave petitions are liable to dismissed.
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         At this stage, learned counsel for the petitioner

states   that    the    Execution    Petition          was    filed    by   the

respondent on the basis of the amount that was awarded in

the other cases, namely, ‘ 76,500/- per bigha and that

amount   was    fully    paid   which      shows   that        both   parties

proceeded on the basis that the award was for ‘ 76,500/-

per bigha and full satisfaction was entered. Thereafter,

the second Execution Petition was filed on 25.3.2011 and



the   petitioner   became       aware    that     in    these       particular

matters, SLPs have not been filed.

         Learned   Additional       Solicitor      General,          appearing

for the petitioner seeks time to produce the ordersheets

of the First Execution Petition to show that the full

satisfaction     was    entered     into    and    to        show    that   the

respondent has claimed compensation only at the rate of

‘ 76,500/- in the First Execution Petition, as also copy

of the Second Execution Petition.

         Adjourned by four weeks.

      ( O.P. Sharma )                                   ( M.S. Negi )
        Court Master                                     Court Master


