O6ITEM NO.55 COURT NO.12 SECTION XI
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
IA 2 in Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).21022/2006
(From the judgement and order dated 24/07/2006 in FA No. 250/1995 & FA No.
352/2006 & CMSA No. 181986/2005 of The HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT
ALLAHABAD)
U.P.AVAS EVAM VIKAS PARISHAD.U.P Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
DURGA DAS & ORS. Respondent(s)

(for c/delay in making depositing 50% of the enhanced amount)

Date: 25/01/2008 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ALTAMAS KABIR
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.M. PANCHAL

For Petitioner(s)
Mr. Vishwajit Singh,Adv.

For Respondent(s)  Mr. Ajay Veer Singh, Adv.
Mr. B.S. Jain, Adv.
Mr. Manish Raghav, Adv.
Mr. Anand Mishra, Adv.
Dr. (Mrs.) Vipin Gupta,Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

Delay condoned.
Leave granted.
The appeal is accordingly disposed of. There will be no order as to costs.
(Sheetal Dhingra) (Ashok Bhatia)
Court Master Court Master
[Signed order is placed on the file]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
CIVIL APPEAL NO. 762 OF 2008
[Arising out of SLP(C) N0.21022 of 2006]
U.P.AVAS EVAM VIKAS PARISHAD.U.P Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

DURGA DAS & ORS. Respondent(s)

ORDER

Having regard to the facts of the case, while considering the application for



condonation of the delay in making the deposit in terms of the order dated
04.01.2007 and upon hearing counsel for the parties, we decided to dispose of the
Special Leave Petition finally at this stage itself.

Delay in making depositing 50% of the enhanced amount condoned.

Leave granted.

This appeal was filed against the order passed by the High Court refusing to
grant interim order on the prayer made on behalf of the appellant herein to stay
the order passed by the Reference court.

While issuing notice in the special leave petition on 04/01/2007, this Court
had directed stay of operation of the order passed by the Reference Court under

Section 18 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894 on
_2-

condition that the petitioner would deposit 50% of the amount of the enhanced
compensation within four weeks in the High Court. The claimants were also made
entitled to withdraw 50% of the enhanced compensation, as was ordered to be
deposited, without furnishing any security.

Learned counsel appearing for the appellant submits that since there was a
delay in tendering the deposit, the High Court has refused to accept the same.

It is, however, submitted on behalf of the appellant that the amount as
directed has been deposited in the Registry of the High Court though the High
Court has refused to accept such deposit.

We direct the High Court to accept such deposit and to proceed accordingly.
The stay granted on 4/01/2007 will continue till the disposal of the appeal before
the High Court.

The appeal is accordingly disposed of. There will be no order as to costs.

(J.M. PANCHAL)
New Delhi;
25th January, 2008.



