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SPECI AL ClI VIL APPLI CATI ON No 5996 of 1999
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1. Whether Reporters of Local Papers may be all owed : NO
to see the judgenents?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not? : NO

3. Wiether Their Lordships w sh to see the fair copy : NO
of the judgenent?

4. \Wether this case involves a substantial question : NO
of law as to the interpretation of the Constitution
of India, 1950 of any Order nade thereunder?

5. Whether it is to be circulated to the Cvil Judge? : NO

SHREE KRUSHNA DYESTUFF | NDUSTRI ES
Ver sus
GUJARAT | NDUSTRI AL DEVELOPMENTCORPORATI ON
Appear ance:
MR KV SHELAT for Petitioner
MR G RISH D BHATT for Respondent No. 1, 2

CORAM : MR JUSTI CE KUNDAN SI NGH

Dat e of decision: 28/02/2001

ORAL JUDGEMENT
Heard the | earned counsel for the parties.

2. By neans of this petition, the petitioner sought

for quashing and setting aside the inmpugned orders
Annexure-F dated 30-10-1998/5-11-1998 and Annexur e- H
dated 16-7-1999.



3. The |l earned counsel for the respondents pointed

out that the alternative remedy of appeal is provided u/s
9 of t he CGuj ar at Public Prem ses (Eviction of
Unaut hori zed Occupants) Act, 1972 and hence an appeal is
required to be filed before the District Judge concerned
u/s 9 of the aforesaid Act against the inpugned orders.
However, no such appeal has been filed before the
Di strict Judge concerned agai nst the impugned orders so
far.

4. In the facts and circunstances of this case and

in view of the provisions contained in Section 9 of the
Gujarat Public Prenises (Eviction of Unaut hori zed
QCccupants) Act, 1972, the petitioner would be at liberty
to file an appeal before the District Judge concerned as
required u/s 9 of the aforesaid Act within a period of

two weeks fromtoday. |n case, such appeal is filed by
the petitioner within stipulated tine, the District Judge
concerned shall decide the sane appeal on nerits in

accordance with law after giving reasonable opportunity
of hearing to the parties, wthout going into the
qguestion of limtation

5. Till hearing of the appeal if filed by the
petitioner before the District Judge concerned, the
interimrelief granted by this, shall continue.

6. Wth the above observations and directions, this
petition stands disposed of. Rule is discharged, with no
order as to costs.

Dat e: - 28- 2-2001. (Kundan Singh, J.)
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