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ITEM NO.41                       COURT NO.10                  SECTION XVI

             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).9241/2010
(From the judgement and order dated 11/12/2009 in RVW No.115/2009
of The HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA)

NALINAKSHA SINGHA MAHAPATRA                                    Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

ARABINDA SINGHA MAHAPATRA & ANR.                  Respondent(s)
(With appln(s) for permission to file additional documents,
PERMISSION TO FILE LENGTHY LIST OF DATES seeking permission to
file addl. documents, permission to urge new facts and file
addl. documents and prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 02/03/2012      This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK VERMA
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.S. RADHAKRISHNAN

For Petitioner(s)        Mr.    A.K. Ganguli, Sr. Adv.
                         Mr.    S.K. Ganguli, Adv.
                         Mr.    Avrojyoti Chatterjee, Adv.
                         Mr.    Chanchal Kumar Ganguli,Adv.

For Respondent(s)
                             Ms. Binu Tamta,Adv.

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

           On the last date of hearing, looking to the close

    relationship between the parties, we thought that the

    matter    could     be    amicably settled. It appears little

    progress at the instance of the petitioner had taken

    place    but   it    could    not   be   settled.   The    petitioner

    reiterates that he had been ready and willing to give
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Rs.1.5 lakhs to each of the respondents so that they

may relinquish their share in constructed portion.

    Learned counsel for the respondents says that the

respondents are not ready and willing to accept this

offer, on the ground that from Rs.1.5 lakhs, it will be

difficult for them to construct even two rooms                 and are

desirous    to   retain     their    share   in    the    constructed

house, where the petitioner is presently residing.



    Looking       to       the   adamant     attitude         of    the

respondents, we are of the opinion that no compromise

could be arrived at between the parties.

    In view of the above, we direct that let this

matter     be    listed,     after    six    weeks       on   a    non-

miscellaneous day, for final disposal.

  (G. SUDHAKARA RAO)                              (S.S.R. KRISHNA)
     COURT MASTER                                   COURT MASTER


