IN THE H GH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDABAD

SPECI AL ClI VIL APPLI CATION No 2620 of 1997

For Approval and Signature:

SHANTI LAL GHEVARCHAND JAI N
Ver sus
STATE OF GUIJARAT

1. Whether Reporters of Local Papers may be all owed
to see the judgnment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not ?

3. Whether their Lordships wish to see the fair copy
of judgnent?

4. \Wether this case involves a substantial question
of law as to the interpretation of the
Constitution of India, 1950 or any order made
t her eunder ?

5. Whether it is to be circulated to the C vi
Judge?

Appear ance:
MR RM CHHAYA for Petitioner
M S PATEL ADVOCATES for Respondent No. 1
MR PRASHANT G DESAI for Respondent No. 4

CORAM : MR JUSTI CE H. L. GOKHALE
Dat e of decision: 31/07/97

ORAL JUDGEMENT



Heard M Chhaya for the petitioner and M Sonpura

with M Patel for respondents nos.1 to 3 and M P.G
Desai for respondent no.4. The respondents as well as
petitioner have made their subm ssions.

Rul e has already been issued in this nmatter on

2nd April 1997. After the matter was heard for sone
time, M Chhaya nmakes a statenent that in pursuance of
the Division Bench judgnent reported in 1988(1) GLR page
646, the petitioner would like to nake a representation
to the State CGovernment under section 65 of the Qujarat
Town Pl anni ng and Urban Devel opnent Act. He states that
the representation wll be nmade wthin one week from
today. On the sane being made, it will be considered and
decided in accordance wth aw expeditiously but
preferably within four weeks fromthe date of reciept of
the sane. Till then, the Town Planning Scheme wll
deemred to have not been finalised with respect to the
concerned plot. This is in view of the status quo
granted earlier on 2.4.1997. Rul e is nade absolute to
that extent with no order as to costs.

31.7.1997 (H. L. Gokhale, J.)
(mohd)



