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 SLP(C)No. 9309 OF 2001
ITEM No.44                   Court No. 8                  SECTION IVA
                                                          A/N MATTER

                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.9309/2001

   (From the judgement and order dated 11/04/2000 in MFA 1189/2000
   of The HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

  Y.N. GANGADHARA SETTY & ORS.                         Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  KARNATAKA MILK FEDERATION & ORS.                     Respondent (s)

( With Appln(s). for c/delay in filing SLP and directions and with
  prayer for interim relief )

  WITH
I.A.Nos.1-2, 3 and 4 in No.514/1971 (for directions and exemption from
filing  records and impleadment and intervention)

  Date : 03/12/2001 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE M.B. SHAH
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. AGRAWAL

  For Petitioner (s)
                        Mr.Shanti Bhushan,Sr.Adv.,
                        Mr.Ashok H. Desai,Sr.Adv.,
                        Mr.Gopal Jain,Adv.,
                        Mrs. Nandini Gore,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)
                        Mr.Mukul Rohatgi, ASG
                        Mr.N. Ganpathy,Adv.

                        Mr.A.S. Bhasme,Adv.,
                        Mr.S.K Visen,Adv.,
                        Mr.Udaya Holla,Adv.

                        Mr.Dushyant A. Dave,Sr.Adv.,
                        Mr.Manoj K. Mishra,Adv.,
                        Mr.Vijay Hansaria,Adv.,
                        Mr.Sunil  Kumar Jain,Adv.,
                        Mr.Manish Kumar,Adv.for
                        M/s.Jain Hansaria & Co.
          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
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                Delay condoned.
                Heard the learned counsel for the parties.
                In  our  view, the impugned interim order passed  by

                                   :-2:-



        the  High  Court does not call for any interference.   Hence
        the  special  leave petition is dismissed.   However,  trial
        court  is  directed to expedite the hearing of the  suit  if
        possible  within  six months.  Any interim order  passed  by
        this Court stands vacated.
                In  view  of  the  aforesaid order,  no  orders  are
        required to be passed on the I.As.  I.As.  stand disposed of
        accordingly.   Learned  senior counsel, Mr.  Shanti  Bhushan
        states  that  the government has executed  the  reconveyance
        deed.
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        (Vijay Kumar Sharma)                    (K.K. Chadha)
         Court Master                           Court Master


