h1PART- HEARD
| TEM NO 101 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 5712 OF 2002

GARG WOOLLEN PVT. LTD. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF U.P. & ORS Respondent ( s)

Wth CGvil Appeal No.5713 of 2002
(Wth office report)

Dat e: 15/04/2009 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHVI
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. L. DATTU

For Appellant(s) M. S.B. Sanyal, Sr. Adv.
M. MN. Krishnamani, Sr. Adv.
M. Anil Karnwal, Adv.
M. S. Udaya Kumar Sagar, Adv.
M. S.S. Pillania, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Shrish Kumar M sra, Adv.

Ms. Rachana Srivast ava, Adv.
M. Mhd. Noorul |l ah, Adv.
Ms. Hi mani Jadoun, Adv.

Ms. Vandana M shr a, Adv.
M. G V. Rao, Adv.
for M. Kaml endra M shra, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The civil appeals are di sposed of.
.2/ -
-2

It is made clear that in case within the aforesaid period
of nine nonths paynent is not nade by the appellants, the
appeal s shall stand dism ssed without further reference to the
court and the respondents shall be entitled to take possession of
the land fromthe appellants forthwith.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ Savita Sainani ]
A R -cumP.S. Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A



Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 5712 OF 2002

Garg Wollen Pvt. Ltd. ... Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

State of Uttar Pradesh and Os. ... Respondent ( s)

Wth CGvil Appeal No.5713 of 2002

ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

These appeal s are directed agai nst orders dated 9.9.1997 vide
whi ch the Division Bench of the All ahabad H gh Court dism ssed the wit
petitions filed by the appellants for quashing the notifications issued by the
State CGovernnent for acquisition of their |and.

When the special |eave petitions, out of which these appeals arise,
were listed for adm ssion hearing | earned counsel appearing on behalf of the
appel lants stated that their clients are willing to take the acquired | and on
whi ch the structures stand on | ease on reasonable rent. In view of the
statenents of the | earned counsel, notice was issued to the respondents on
20. 3. 1998 and orders of status quo regardi ng possessi on were passed.

.2/ -
-2-

On behalf of the Utar Pradesh State Industrial Devel opnent
Corporation [for short, "the Corporation"], its Regional Manager, Shri S. K
Srivastava has filed identical counter affidavits, paragraphs 4 and 5 of which
read thus

"4, That after 3.1.1987, the rate of prem um of the
various plots, carved out of |and, acquired under the
notification were allotted to the various industrialists, was
Rs. 120/ - p.sq.ntrs.

5. That in the circunstances the corporation is
entitled to the follow ng anount, should this Hon’ ble Court
came for the conclusion that the plots should be allotted to
the petitioner:-

1. The rate of premnium Rs. 120/ -P. SQ M.
for allotment of plot.
2. Interest on the sinmpl e interest
af oresai d anmount at the rate of

18% per annum
w.e.f. 3.1.87.

3. Lease rent @ Rs. 250/ - per
Hect are per year
whi ch is subject
upwar d revi si on
@Rs. 320 after
30 years and
Rs. 620/ - after



60 years."

Learned counsel for the appellants stated that their clients are
agreeable to accept the allotnments at the rates specified in the above
reproduced paragraphs 4 and 5 of the counter affidavits. They, however
made a request that nine nonths’ time may be allowed to their clients for

maki ng paynent of the entire anmount. In our view, the prayer made on
behal f of the appellants is reasonable and nerits acceptance. Accordingly,
the appellants are all owed nine
.2/ -
- 3-
months’ tine fromtoday for naking paynment in terns of paragraphs 4 and 5
of the counter affidavit subject to their filing undertaking to this effect
wi thin four weeks from today.
The civil appeals are, accordingly, disposed of.
It is made clear that in case within the aforesaid period of nine
nmont hs paynent is not made by the appellants, the appeals shall stand
di snmissed without further reference to the court and the respondents shal
be entitled to take possession of the |land fromthe appellants forthwth.
...................... J.

[GS. SINGHVI]

‘w Dol [H L. DATTU
w l,
April 15, 2009.



