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The Court: The learned Advocate appearing for the appellants
submits that the order recording concession of the learned Advocate
representing the appellants is without instruction.

We have read the order of the learned Single Judge carefully. It
appears that a coordinate Bench earlier had observed as follows:

“that the properties in question could be sold upon a current
valuation thereof being made. Since, the previous endeavour to
sell the property in favour of some of the parties has failed, it
may be in the best interest of all parties if the properties are sold
by public auction and the parties given a chance to participate in
that auction.”

It appears that the learned Single Judge was only implementing
the direction of the Hon’ble Appeal Court. In fact, except defendant

no.3(c)(a) and 3(c)(b), none of the contesting defendants has filed any



affidavit. It was on the basis of the observation made by the Hon’ble
Division Bench, the learned Single Judge passed the directions upon the
parties.

We do not find any reason to interfere with the impugned order.

The appeal and the application stand dismissed.

(SOUMEN SEN, J.)

(UDAY KUMAR, J.)
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