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I TEM NO 39 COURT NO. 10 SECTION XI'T A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).4071/2007

(From the judgenent and order dated 15/09/2005 in FA No. 462/ 1997
of The HI GH COURT OF A. P AT HYDERABAD)

JAMBULLA RAVI NDRA REDDY @ MADAN. M REDDY Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
JAMBULA RAGHUNANDAN REDDY & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and stay and di sposal of
SLP in terms of conpronise)

Date: 16/03/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERNA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
For Petitioner(s) Sridhar Pot araj u, Adv.
Gai changpou Gangnei, Adv.
D. Siri Rao, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Prabhakar Parnam Adv.
M Ram Babu, Adv.
Venkat eswar a Rao Anunol u, Adv.

SS5 FSS

Ms.D. Bharathi Reddy , Adv
M. D. Rama Krishna Reddy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Del ay condoned.
Parties have filed Meno of Understandi ng
entered into between themon 21st of January, 2012,
whi ch bears signatures and thunb inpressions of all
the parties and has not been disputed before us.
Admttedly, this conprom se is between the contesting
respondents and not with Respondent Nos.7 and 8, who
are said to be proforma respondents. By virtue of
2

said Meno of Understanding all the disputes existing
bet ween the parties have been settl ed.

The conprom se arrived at bet ween t he
parties appear to be | egal and t hey have al so
accepted the terns and conditions expressed therein.

There is no doubt about correctness thereof. Thus,

this special |eave petition stands di sposed of on the
ground that it has been settled between the parties.
The Settlenment arrived at between the parties would
formpart of this order.

Parties to bear their respective cost.

(A.D. Sharnmm) (S.S.R Krishna)
Court Master Court Master



