H I TEM NO. 2 COURT NO. R-2 SECTI ON XV

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR S. G SHAH
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (CGivil)...... / 2005

CC 10499/ 2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 05/11/2004 in WA No. 4878/2001
of The H GH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

J. VEERABHADRAPPA & ORS. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

THE KARNATAKA POVWER CORPN. LTD. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for c/ del ay in refiling SLP, perm ssi on and of fice
report ))
Date: 10/10/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
For Petitioner(s) M. P.V. Nair, Adv.

M. Rameshwar Prasad Goyal , Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Pratap Vsenugopal , Adv.

M. Harshad V. Hanmeed, Adv.

For MS. K J. John & Co., Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
It is unf ort unat e t hat t hough t he Hon’ bl e Court

has on 10.4.2006 passed an Oder directing the office
to place on record the copy of the judgment in SLP(C)
Nos. 9214-9217/1992 with  SLP(Q Nos. 9985-86 /1992

[ Kar nat aka Power Cor poration Ltd. V. K. S. Ranesh &

Os.] in the paper books of this case, office has

fail ed to pl ace such copi es of orders in t he paper



books even after six nonths.
Learned counsel M. Harshad V. Haneed appearing on

behal f of respondent Nos. 1 and 2 states that they have

received the copy of SLP on today only. Wereas,

.2/ -

| ear ned counsel M. P. V. Nai r appeari ng on behal f of
t he petitioner states t hat because of hi s per sonal
difficulty due to sonme sickness, they could not confirm
the date of order in SLP( O Nos. 9214-9217/ 1992 with
SLP(C) Nos. 9985-86 /1992 [Karnataka Power Corporation
Ltd. v. K S. Ranesh & Ors.] and he could not subnit the
copy of the Oder/Judgnent as directed by the Hon' ble
Court on 10. 4. 2006.

It is f ound on record t hat r espondent has
preferred a Caveat Appli cation on 19. 6. 2006, but

service of such Caveat Appli cation as required under

sub- Secti on 2 of Secti on 148- A of t he Code of Civil

Procedure is not effected and it is st at ed t hat in
Suprenme Court there is a practice that such notices are

not required to be served to the expected petitioner.

An att enpt was made to show that Supr emne Court Rul es

does not provi de for such service to t he expect ed
petitioner and if it is not so, this office should not
accept such Caveats at initial stage.

What ever, the practice may be, office is directed
to clarify that how Caveats are bei ng accepted without
fol |l owi ng provi si ons of Secti on 148-A  of t he Code  of
Givil Procedure. Ofice is al so directed to find out
t he order and judgnent in SLP(C) Nos. 9214-9217/ 1992
with SLP( O Nos. 9985-86 /1992 [Karnataka  Power

Corporation Ltd. v. K S. Ramesh & Os.] as directed by



the Hon'ble Court inits Oder dated 10.4.2006 and to
report to this Court before 31.10.2006
However, since the petitioner in such disposed of
cases is r espondent in t he pr esent case, | ear ned
counsel for the respondent herein is also requested to
verify the details of the case under reference and to
hel p t he Regi stry for pl aci ng t he copi es of t he
judgnent in the paper books of this nmatter as directed
by the Hon' ble Court.

List the matter on 7. 11. 2006.

(S. G SHAH)

Regi strar



