
âIT E M NO.2                   COURT NO.1 0              S EC T I O N XVI

          S UP R E M E COUR T O F I N D I A
                 R ECO R D OF P R OC E E D I N G S

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).2 3 7 6 6 - 2 3 7 6 7 / 2 0 0 5

(From the judgement and order dated 1 4 / 0 5 / 2 0 0 4 in AD No. 7 6 / 1 9 8 9 &
 order dated 9.1 2 . 2 0 0 4 in CR No. 9 7 / 2 0 0 4 of The HIGH COUR T OF P A T N A)

BACH H A J NAHA R                                     Petitioner(s)

                   VER SUS

NI LI M A MANDA L & ORS.                                 Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report )

Date: 0 9 / 0 9 / 2 0 0 8   These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORA M :
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E R.V. RAV E E N D R A N
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E LO K E S H W A R SING H P A N T A

For Petitioner(s)                     Mr. S.B. Sanyal, Sr.Adv.
                            Mr. Ranja n Mukherjee,Adv.

For Respondent(s)                     Mr. Deba Pr a s a d Mukherjee,Adv.
                                      Mrs. Nandini Sen, Adv.

                 UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                     O R D E R
                      One of the contentions urged in this case is that in a suit for
       declaration of title the High Court has held that though title is not
       proved a right to easement is proved. To examine whether the decision
       is correct or not pleadings are necessary. We find that the pleadings
       are not filed. The petitioner is therefore requested to file pleadings.
       We also find that there is no synopsis and statement of facts is filed,
       that is also to be furnished. Adjourned by two weeks.

    (PA W A N KUMA R)                                       (ANAN D SIN G H)
     COURT MAS T E R                                            COURT MAS T E R


