
øITEM NO.42                    COURT NO.8                     SECTION XV

              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).19382/2005

(From the judgement and order dated 17/05/2005 in CWP No. 20328/2004 of 

the HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

H.U.D.A., HISAR                                             Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

SATISH KUMAR                                                Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 04/09/2006  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.B. SINHA

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE  DALVEER BHANDARI

For Petitioner(s)               Mr. Neeraj Kumar Jain,Adv.

                                             Mr. Sanjay Singh,Adv.

                                             Mr. Ugra Shankar Prasad,Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mrs. Rekha Palli,Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 



                                      Leave granted.

                                      The appeal is allowed to the extent indicated in the sig
ned order.

                           

                          (A.S. BISHT)                                      (PHOOLAN WATI AROR
A)

                  COURT MASTER                                        COURT MASTER

                               (Signed order is placed on the file)

                              IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                               CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                            CIVIL APPEAL NO. 3947   OF 2006

                      (Arising out of SLP(C) No.19382/2005)

HARYANA URBAN DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY, HISSAR                                    .....         A
PPELLANT(S)

                                                :VERSUS:

SATISH KUMAR                                                                   .....         R
ESPONDENT(S)

                                               O R D E R

              Leave granted.

              Having heard the learned counsel for the parties we are of the opinion that

    interest   of   justice   would   be   subserved   if   in   lieu   of   passing   a   dir
ection   for



    reinstatement,   the   respondent   is   compensated   by   the   appellant.   Accordingly
,   the

    appellant is directed to pay a sum of Rs.50,000/- to the respondent. Similar orders, we

    may place on record, have been passed by this Court in State of Rajasthan & Anr. vs.

    Ghyan Chand, (C.A.No.3214/2006), State of M.P. & Ors. vs. Arjunlal Rajak [2006 (2)

    SCALE  610],  Nagar Mahapalika  (now  Municipal  Corporation) vs.  State of  U.P. &

    Ors. [2006 (5) SCALE 145] and Haryana State Electronics Development Corporation

    Ltd. vs. Mamni,[2006 (5) SCALE 164].  

                                                                                   ...2/-

                                               -2-

         We   direct   the   appellant   to   pay   the   aforementioned   amount   to   the

respondent within a period of eight weeks from today, failing which, the same shall

carry interest at the rate of 9 per cent per annum till the date of actual payment. This

appeal is allowed to the extent above-mentioned. 

                                                ......................J

                                                (S.B. SINHA)

                                                ......................J

                                                (DALVEER BHANDARI)

  NEW DELHI,

  SEPTEMBER 4, 2006.


