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| TEM NO. 21 COURT NO. 8 SECTI ON XI
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).29121/2008

(From the judgenent and order dated 26/08/ 2008 in CMAP No. 38059/2008 of
The H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

AMARII T SI NGH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF U. P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling lengthy Iist of dates and
perm ssion to file additional documents and with prayer for interim
relief and office report)

Dat e: 05/01/2009 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTICE J. M PANCHAL
For Petitioner(s) M. MN. Krishnamani, Sr.Adv.
M. Asim Chandra, Adv.
Ms. Vai shnavi Krishnamani, Adv.
M. Sounyajit Pani, Adv.
M. Dharam Bir Raj Vohra, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

We find no reason to interfere as the H gh Court has accepted the
counter-affidavit filed on behalf of the Mandi Samiti that all facilities have
been provided in the new market yard.

The petitioner however subnmitted that the facilities are |acking.

He has produced sone photographs in support of the said contention
2

Whet her there are facilities avail abl e or not is a question of fact. Wen
there is a shifting to a new narket yard, certain problens are bound to

occur it is obviously inmpossible to have all the facilities in place before
shifting. The market Samiti will satisfy the shortconings as and when

poi nted out by the nmerchants and inprove the facilities. Therefore, the
contention that he should not be asked to shift at this stage cannot be
accepted. It is however open to the petitioner to give any representation

for better facilities. This observation does not nean that the petitioner can

post pone the shifting.



The special |eave petition is disnm ssed.

(PAWAN KUMAR) (ANAND SI NGH)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



