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              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(s).10556/2010

(From the judgement and order dated 12/01/2010 in        SA No. 15/2010   of
The HIGH COURT OF MADRAS)

ARUN ENTERPRISES                                        Petitioner(s)

                     VERSUS

P. MANDIRAMOORTHY AND ORS.                              Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report )
(For Final Disposal)

WITH SLP(C) NO. 10559 of 2010
(With prayer for interim relief and office report)
(For Final Disposal)

Date: 12/01/2011      These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SURINDER SINGH NIJJAR

For Petitioner(s)         Mr. L.N. Rao, Sr. Adv.
                          Mr. V. Krishnamurthy, Sr. Adv.
                          Mr. V. Balachandran,Adv.

For Respondent(s)         Mr. V. Prabhakar, Adv.
                          Mr. R.Chandrachud,Adv.
                          Mr. V. Ramasubramanian ,Adv

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

                   Leave granted.

                   The appeals are allowed in terms of the signed

          order.
(DEEPAK MANSUKHANI)                         (RENUKA SADANA)
   Court Master                              Court Master
 (The signed order is placed on the file)
                              IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                              CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                            CIVIL APPEAL NO. 447 OF 2011
                        (Arising out of SLP(Civil) No. 10556 of 2010)

ARUN ENTERPRISES                                                     Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

P. MANDIRAMOORTHY AND ORS.                                           Respondent(s)



                                                 WITH

                          CIVIL APPEAL NO. 448 OF 2011
                   (Arising out of SLP(Civil) No. 10559 of 2010)

                                       O R D E R

           We have heard learned Senior Counsel for the appellants and

the learned Counsel appearing for the respondents.

           Leave granted.

           Shorn   of   all     the   details,     the    fact   remains       that   by   the

impugned     Order,     the   Division     Bench    directed     the    eviction      of   the

appellants herein from the suit premises without providing them any

opportunity of being heard.            That apart, the appeal           preferred by the

appellants herein was also pending before the Division Bench when the

impugned Order came to be passed.

           However,     the   third    respondent        did   not    prefer    any   appeal

challenging the impugned order passed by the Division Bench.                          In the

circumstances, we request the High Court to hear the OSA. SR. nos.

3181   &    3185/2010     and    dispose    of     the    same   on    their    own   merits

uninfluenced by any of the observations and findings recorded in the
impugned order.     The impugned order in no manner shall be given

effect to as against the appellants herein.
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        The interim orders passed by this Court shall continue to be

in   operation   until   disposal   of   the   appeals   preferred   by   the

appellants.

        The appeals are accordingly allowed.

                                                .......................J.
                                                (B. Sudershan Reddy)

                                                .......................J.
                                                (Surinder Singh Nijjar)

NEW DELHI
JANUARY 12, 2011.


