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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).9241/2010

(From the judgment 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 and
permission to file lengthy list of dates and seeking permission to
file additional documents and permission to urge new facts and file
additional documents and with prayer for interim relief)

Date: 16/01/2012       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.   Avrogyoti 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 earlier occasion also, it was recorded that parties
     are      real     brothers   and    therefore,   it   could   be   in   the
     fitness of the things that this matter should be settled
     outside the Court.
             Learned     senior     counsel    appearing    for    Petitioner
     informs     that     despite    writing    several    letters      to   the
     Respondents, he has received no response and is not aware
     whether Respondents would be ready and willing to settle
     the matter amicably outside the Court.
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                                          : 2 :
      On    the    other      hand,       learned       counsel       appearing   for
Respondent No.1 informs that looking to the ripe age of
Respondent        No.1,     he     is     unable    to       travel    and   if   the
Petitioner        -    Dr.        Nalinaksha        Singha        Mahapatra,      and
Respondent No.2 - Mr. Prakash Chandra Singha Mahapatra,
visit Respondent No.1 - Mr. Arabinda Singha Mahapatra, at
Asansol, then they can work out the modalities, on which
an amicable settlement can be arrived at.
      Mr.    A.       K.    Ganguli,        learned       senior       counsel    for
Petitioner, has no objection in this regard. He agrees
that his client would go to Asansol and meet Respondent
No.1 at his residence on 21.2.2012 at 11 A.M. and on that
day   Respondent           No.2     would    also       be    available      at   the
residence of Respondent No.1. Thus, all the three brothers
can   meet   and       attempt       to    settle     the      dispute    amicably.
Nothing would be more satisfactory to this Court if it
really happens. In our opinion, it would be a substantial
justice to the parties.
      Since no one is appearing for Respondent No.2, Office
is    directed        to    issue       notice     to     him     mentioning      the



aforesaid facts in the said notice itself so that he would
also make it convenient to be present at the residence of
Respondent No.1 at Asansol on 21.2.2012 at 11 A.M.
      However, pendency of the said matter should not weigh
in the minds of any of the parties to reach an amicable
settlement as all the three are real brothers.
      Let the matter              be listed in the first week of March,
2012, thereafter.

       (Sanjay Kumar-II)                                     (S.S.R. Krishna)
         Court Master                                          Court Master


