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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1930 OF 2012

B. Anjanappa & O's. .. Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus
Val i kaval House Bui |l di ng .. Respondent (s)
Co-Operative Society Ltd. & O's.
W TH
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1931 of 2012
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1932 of 2012
CONTEMPT PETITION (ClVIL) NO D. 27836 OF 2012
I'N
ClVIL APPEAL NOS. 1930-1932 OF 2012
AND
CONTEMPT PETITION (CIVIL) NO D. 27891 COF 2012
I'N

Cl VI L APPEAL NOS. 2086-2087 OF 2004

ORDER

Cl VI L APPEAL NCS. 1930, 1931 AND 1932 OF 2012

1. These appeal s are directed agai nst the judgnment and
order passed by the Division Bench of the H gh Court

of Karnataka at Bangalore in Wit Appeal No. 2532 of
2

2004 and connected matters, dated 06.10.2005. By the
i mpugned judgnment and order, the Division Bench of
the H gh Court has confirmed the judgnent and order
passed by the learned Single Judge in Wit Petition

No. 27205 of 2001, dated 09.03.2004.

2. The acquiring authority had acquired an extent of 165
acres 30 guntas of land situated at Nagavara vill age
for the benefit of a society named VWyalikaval House
Bui | di ng Co-operative Soci ety Limted (for
‘the society’). Sonme of the |and owners who had an
interest in about 52 acres and 17 guntas of |and had

approached the Hi gh Court, inter alia, questioning

short,



t he notifications i ssued by t he State

under Sections 4 and 6 of the Land Acquisition Act,

1894 (for short, ‘the Act’). The learned Single Judge

had all owed the aforesaid Wit Petition and quashed

the notifications issued by the State Governnent for

acqui ring | and to t he ext ent of 52 acres
gunt as. It is apr opos to ment i on here

| earned Judge had not quashed the entire notification
3

but only that part of the notification wherein the

| and owners had questioned the acquisition of |ands
to the extent of 52 acres and 17 guntas. The order so
passed was confirned by the Division Bench of the

H gh Court.

and

t hat

The Soci ety had appr oached t he State Gover nment ,

inter alia, contending that in order to complete the

pr oj ect t hey woul d require t he | ands t hat
notified earlier and quashed | ater by the Court and
accordingly requested the State Governnent to issue

fresh notifications under Sections 4 and 6 of the Act

to acquire the aforesaid extent of land so as to
facilitate conpletion of the project. Pursuant to the

sai d request, the State Governnent had issued fresh

wer e

notifications under Section 4 of t he Act , dat ed

28.07.1999. For the reasons best known, the State
Governnent thought it fit to withdraw the aforesaid
notification by order dated 04.06.2001

Aggri eved by the action of the State Government, the
4

Soci ety had approached the | earned Single Judge in
Wit Petition No. 27205 of 2001. The |earned Single
Judge had allowed the Wit Petition and directed the

State Governnent to proceed with the acquisition of

Gover nment

17

t he



| ands pert ai ni ng to 52 acres and 17 gunt as and
conpl ete t he acquisition pr oceedi ngs by i ssui ng
notification under Section 6 of the Act and ot her

requirenents under t he Act by j udgnent dat ed

09. 03. 2004.

5. Aggrieved by the direction so issued by the | earned
Singl e Judge, t he | and owner s had appr oached t he
Di vi sion Bench of the Hi gh Court. The Division Bench

had di sm ssed the appeal and thereby confirnmed the

j udgnent and or der passed by t he | ear ned Singl e
Judge.
6. Bei ng aggri eved by the judgnment and order so passed

by the Division Bench of the Hi gh Court the | and
owners were before us in Gvil Appeal No. 1930 of

2012 and connect ed matters. By or der dat ed
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07.02.2012, reported as B. Anjanappa and Ors. vs.

Vyal i kaval House Buil di ng Cooperative Society Linited

and O's., (2012) 10 SCC 184, this Court whil e
di sposi ng of t hese Givil Appeal s had i ssued the
followi ng directions to the respondent No.1 herein-

the society, which read as under

26. In the result, the appeals are
al | owed. The i npugned judgnment as al so the
order passed by the | earned Single Judge are
set aside and the wit petition filed by
Respondent No.1 is dism ssed.

27. |If Respondent No. 1 is in possession
of the acquired land or any portion thereof,
then the sanme shall be returned to the |and
owners concerned within a period of two nonths
from today. This direction shall apply not
only qua the appellants but other |and owners
who may not have filed wit appeals or the
special |eave petitions, nay be due to
poverty, illiteracy or ignorance. However, it
is made cl ear t hat the abovenenti oned
directions shall not apply to such of the |and
owners who have withdrawn the special |eave



petitions. If any of the |land owners has
recei ved conpensation fromthe State, then the
latter shall be free to recover the sane in
accordance with | aw

28. Respondent No. 1is directed to
submit a report to this Court within three
6
nmont hs showi ng conpl i ance with the

af orementi oned directions. The Registry shal
then list the matter before the Bench."

7. Pursuant to the aforesaid directions, the respondent

No. 1- Soci ety has filed its ‘conpliance report’.

8. In reply to the said report, the appellants in these

civil appeals have filed their detailed objections.

9. Smt. Kiran Suri, |earned senior counsel appearing for
the appell ants woul d submit that the respondents have
not conplied with the orders and directions issued by

this Court.

10. Per contra, Dr. A M Singhvi, |earned senior counse
appeari ng for t he r espondent No. 1- Soci ety
strongly object to the contention so asserted by the
| earned senior counsel for the appellants and subnit
that they have expressed their inability to conply
with the orders and directions issued by this Court
in view of t he fact t hat t he soci ety is

possession of the land/(s) or plots.
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11. After hearing | earned senior counsel for the parties
tothe lis, firstly, it appears to us that there is a

serious dispute with regard to the extent of |and/(s)

woul d

not

whi ch is t he subj ect matter in t hese

Therefore, we intend to clarify that this Court in
the case of B. Anjanappa (supra) has confined the

land/ (s) in dispute to 52 acres and 17 guntas only.

appeal s.



This fact is also endorsed by the State Government in
its proceedings dated July, 2012. The annexure to the
Gover nnent Or der clearly identifies
nunbers and correspondi ng extent of |ands which are
the subject matter of these appeals. W confirmthe

sane.

12. Secondl y, the subm ssions canvassed by the | earned

seni or counsel are only disputed facts which we are

not i nclined to entertain and enquire

proceedi ngs. Therefore, we only take on record the
‘conpliance report’ filed by t he

society and grant liberty to the appellants, if they
8

so desire, to agitate their grievance, if any, before

an appropriate forum

13. W clarify t hat if
application/petition/appeal is filed, the concerned
Court/authority will consider and decide the same in

accordance with | aw

14. No further orders are required in these appeals.

15. Before parting with the case, we record the statenent
made by St . Suri t hat i nsof ar as
ext ent of t he | ands acqui r ed, t he

handed over to the |and owners way back in the year
1999. The sane is disputed by the other side.

not intend to deliberate on this issue since the sane
was not an issue while this Court considered these

appeal s.

I.A. NO 8 in CIVIL APPEAL No. 1930 of 2012

In view of order passed in Cvil appeal Nos. 1930,

1931 and 1932 of 2012, Shri Guru Krishna Kumar, | earned

r espondent

t he survey
t hese
No. 1-
an
remai ni ng
has been
W do



seni or counsel appeari ng for t he applicant(s)

seeks

per m ssi on of t he Court to withdraw this interlocutory

appl i cati on.

Per m ssi on sought for is granted.

I.A. No. 8 is disposed of as w thdrawn.

CONTEMPT  PETITION (CIVIL) NO D. 27836 OF 2012
IN CVIL APPEAL NOS. 1930-1932 COF 2012
CONTEMPT  PETITION (CIVIL) NO D. 27891 OF 2012
INCWVIL APPEAL NCS. 2086-2087 OF 2004

Sm. Kiran Suri, |earned senior counsel appearing for
the appellants subnits that in view of the orders passed
in Cvil Appeal Nos.1930, 1931 and 1932 of 2012, she be

permitted to withdraw these contenpt petitions.

Per mi ssion sought for is granted.

The contenpt petitions are di sposed of as wi thdrawn.

........................... J.
[H L. DATTU|
........................... J.
[ SUDHANSU JYOTI MUKHOPADHAYA]
NEW DELHI ,
APRIL 24, 2014
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| TEM NO. 302 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON | VA
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 1930 OF 2012
B. ANJANAPPA & ORS. Appel lant (s)
VERSUS
VYALI KAVAL HOUSE BDG. CO- OP. SCC. LTD&ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for intervention)
WTH CGivil Appeal NO 1931 of 2012
Cvil Appeal NO 1932 of 2012

CONTEMPT PETITION (CIVIL) NO D27836 OF 2012 IN C. A NCS.



1930-1932 OF 2012

CONTEMPT PETITION (CIVIL) NO D27891 OF 2012 IN C. A NCs.
2086- 2087 OF 2004

Dat e: 24/04/ 2014 These appeal s/ petitions were called
on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE H. L. DATTU
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MJKHOPADHAYA

For Appellant(s) Ms. Kiran Suri, Sr. Adv.
M. S.J. Anmith, Adv.
Dr.(Ms.) Vipin Gupta, Adv.
Ms. Ritika Ganbir, Adv.

M. Raj esh Mahal e, Adv.
For Respondent(s)M. A M Singhvi, Sr. Adv.
M. S. N Bhat, Adv.
M. K Suman, Adv.

M. V.N Raghupat hy , Adv
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T. V. Rat nam Adv
Rajni K. Prasad, Adv.
Suni ta Rani Singh, Adv.

s §FF

Dharam Bir Raj Vohra, Adv.

GQuru Krishna Kumar, Sr. Adv.
N shanth Patil, Adv.

Rohit Sharma, Adv.

Di pi yan, Adv.

B. Subrahmanya Prasad, Adv.
Amarj eet Singh, Adv.

For Applicant(s)
Inl1.A No. 8

SSSS5S

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

No further orders are required in C. A Nos.
1930, 1931 and 1932 of 2012.

I.A. No. 8 is disposed of as withdrawn in
vi ew of order passed in the afore-nentioned appeal s.

In Contenpt Petitions
The contenpt petitions are disposed of as

withdrawn in terns of the signed order.

[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ Vinod Kulvi ]
Court Master Asstt. Registrar

[ Signed order is placed on the file ]



