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ITEM NO.23                   COURT NO.10                  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).20978/2011
(From the judgement and order dated 28/01/2011 in CWP No. 7435/2006
of The HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

STATE OF HARYANA & ANR.                                    Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

BROWN KAFFEE INDIA LTD. & ORS.                             Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for permission     to file addl. grounds and with prayer
for interim relief and office     report)
WITH
SLP(C) NO. 21070 of 2011
(With appln(s) for permission     to file addl. grounds and with prayer
for interim relief and office     report)
SLP(C) NO. 21440 of 2011
(With appln(s) for permission     to file addl. grounds and with prayer
for interim relief and office     report)
SLP(C) NO. 21441 of 2011
(With appln(s) for permission     to file addl. grounds and with prayer
for interim relief and office     report)

Date: 12/08/2011      These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. DATTU

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Ravindra Bana,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R
                   These    petitions   are   directed     against      the
      order of the Division Bench of the Punjab and Haryana
      High    Court    which,   after   threadbare   analysis      of   the
      pleadings of the parties, various reports filed by the
      committees      appointed   pursuant    to   the   interim   orders
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passed during the pendency of the writ petitions and
the affidavit of the Financial Commissioner, came to
the conclusion that selective release of the acquired
land   in   favour   of   certain   individuals   amounted   to
discrimination qua the petitioners.
            In our view, the finding recorded by the High
Court does not suffer from any legal error and the
impugned order does not call for interference by this
Court.
            The special leave petitions are accordingly
dismissed.

   (A.D. Sharma)                          (Renuka Sadana)
    Court Master                            Court Master


