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 SLP(C)No. 585 OF 1999
ITEM No.2 (Part-Heard)        Court No. 8                  SECTION IVB
                                                          A/N MATTER

             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.585/1999@@
                                                      AAAAAAAA

   (From the judgement and order dated 13/08/1998 in CWP-5174/97
    of The HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

  SUBE SINGH & ORS.                                         Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  STATE OF HARYANA & ORS.                                   Respondent (s)

  (With prayer for interim relief) (For Final Disposal)

  With

  SLP(C)No.11722-11723/1999, SLP(C)No.2199/2000, SLP(C)No.18228/1999,
  SLP(C)No.3351-3352/2000, SLP(C)No.4857/2000 & SLP(C)No.12089/2000
  (With prayer for interim relief);
  SLP(C)No.16786/1999
  [With Appln.(s) for exemption from filing O.T. and
   permission to submit additional document(s) and
   with prayer for interim relief];
  SLP(C)No.16822/1999 & SLP(C)Nos.17971-17973/1999
  [With Appln.(S) for exemption from filing O.T. and
   with prayer for interim relief]; and
  SLP(C)No._____/2000 (CC 4638/2000)
  [With I.A.No.1 - Appln. for C/delay in filing SLP]

  Date : 22/03/2001 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.@@
         AAAAAAAAAA                                                  

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.P. MISRA
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE D.P. MOHAPATRA

  For Petitioner (s)    Mr. Sushil Kr., Sr. Adv.
  in SLP(C)-17971/99    Mr. Sanjay Jain, Adv. for
                        Mr. Goodwill Indeevar, Adv.

  in  SLP(C)-17973/99,  Mr. M.N. Krishnamani, Sr. Adv.
  SLP(C)-4857/2000 &    Mr. B.S. Jain, Adv.
  for Petitioner        Mr. Ajay Veer Singh, Adv. for
  Nos.2,3,4 & 5 in      Mr. Goodwill Indeevar, Adv.
  SLP(C)-585/99

  for Petitioner No.1   Mr. B.S. Mor, Adv. for
  in SLP(C)-585/99      Mr. Goodwill Indeevar, Adv.

  for Petitioner        Ms. K. Amareshwari, Sr. Adv.
  Nos.1,2,3,7 & 8 in    Mr. N. Sreedhar, Adv. for
  SLP(C)-16822/99;      Mr. Goodwill Indeevar, Adv.
  SLP(C)..(CC 4638);
  SLP(C)-18228/99; &
  SLP(C)-3351-52/2000

 In SLP 11722-23/99     Mr. Naresh Kaushik, Adv.
 & 2199/00              Ms. Shilpa Chohan, Adv.
                        Mr. Suresh C. Gupta, Adv. for
                        Mrs. Lalita Kaushik, Adv.
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  in SLP(C)-16786/99    Mr. Sushil Kumar, Sr. Adv.
                        Mr. Naresh Kumar, Adv.
                        Mr. Ramesh Kumar Saini, Adv.

  in SLP(C)-17972/99    Mr. Sushil Kumar, Sr. Adv.
                        Mr. Ramesh Saini, Adv.
                        Mr. Sanjay Jain, Adv.

  in SLP(C)-12089/2000  Mr. A.P. Vinod, Adv.
                        Mr. V.K. Jain, Adv.
                        Mr. M.K. Michael, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mrs. Nandini Gore, Adv.

                        Ms. Shashi Kiran, Adv.
                        Mr. Virender Kumar Sharma, Adv. for
                        Mrs. Amita Gupta, Adv.

                        Mr. Mahabir Singh, Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R
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              Delay condoned.
              Additional documents may be filed today.
              Mr.  Mahabir Singh, learned counsel for the respondent
      resumed his arguments at 10.40 a.m.  to 12.25 p.m.  Thereafter
      learned counsel for all the petitioners made their submissions
      till  1.00 O’Clock.  At 2.00 p.m.  Mr.  Mahabir Singh  further
      made  his  submissions  and concluded at  2.28  p.m.   Hearing
      concluded.  Judgment reserved.
              There  is  a  dispute pertaining to  the  petitioners’
      construction  in  the map filed today on behalf of the  State.
      According  to them, the places at which they have shown do not
      properly   depict  the  location  of  the  construction   with
      reference  to  the  Khasra numbers in which they  are  placed.
      Learned  counsel on behalf of the State is directed to file  a
      copy  of  such map pertaining to all the  petitioners  showing
      their existing constructions in relation to Khasra numbers and
      where  they  are  placed in the proposed map which  they  have
      filed  today.   This may be done within two weeks.  Reply,  if
      any, may be filed within one week thereafter.
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                (Suman Wadhwa)                  (V.P.Tyagi)
                PA to Addl.Regr.                Court Master


