
®ITEM NO.8               COURT NO.7               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 (C) No(s).14863-14864/2016
(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  01/05/2012
in RFA No. 1411/2011 01/05/2012 in RFA No. 1414/2011 passed by the 
High Court of Punjab & Haryana at Chandigarh)
TEHAL SINGH AND ORS. ETC. ETC.                     Petitioner(s)
                                 VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA AND ORS. ETC. ETC.                Respondent(s)
(with office report)
WITH
SLP(C) No. 14905/2016
(With (With appln.(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and appln.(s) for 
c/delay in refiling SLP and Office Report)
 
Date : 17/02/2017 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM : 
          HON&#39;BLE MR. JUSTICE KURIAN JOSEPH
          HON&#39;BLE MR. JUSTICE A.M. KHANWILKAR
For Petitioner(s) Mr. Bharat Bhushan,Adv.
Mr. Naresh Kumar,Adv.
Mr. Hari Kesh Singh,Adv.
                    Mr. Satyendra Kumar,Adv.                      
                  
For Respondent(s) Mr. Vinod Sharma,AAG
Mr. Karunesh Kumar Shukla,Adv.
Dr. Monika Gusain,Adv.
                     
     UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R
SLP(C) Nos.14863-14864/2016
From the counter affidavit filed on behalf of Respondent Nos.1
to   4,   it   is   not   clear   as   to   whether   the   lands   of   the   petitioners
are similarly situated as those covered by C.A. No.1077/2015.
Learned   counsel   appearing   for   the   respondents   seeks   three
weeks&#39; time to get instruction.
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List on 20.03.2017.
It   is   made   clear   that   in   case   specific   instruction   are   not
furnished   by   filing   an   additional   affidavit,   within   the   time
granted, mentioning therein the difference, if any, the Court will
be   constrained   to   have   a   decision   that   the   lands   are   similarly
situated and will pass orders accordingly.
SLP(C) No. 14905/2016
The main contention of the petitioners is that their lands are
similarly situated as those covered  by C.A. No.1077/2015.
The   respondents   are   directed   to   file   an   affidavit,   within
three weeks, as to whether the submission is correct or not.  If it
is not correct, the extent of difference shall also be indicated in
the affidavit. 
It   is   made   clear   that   in   case   the   required   affidavit,
mentioning therein the difference, if any, is not filed within the
time granted the Court will be constrained to have a decision that
the lands are similarly situated and will pass orders accordingly.
Post on 20.03.2017
   (NARENDRA PRASAD)        (RENU DIWAN) 
   COURT MASTER   ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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