Pl TEM NO. 42+43 COURT NO. 5 SECTI ON | VA
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C No(s). 11466/2013
(Arising out of inpugned final judgrment and order dated 11/12/2012
in WP No. 36792/ 2011 passed by t he Hi gh Court of Kar nat aka

Bangal or e)

THE DI RECTOR/ COMWNR. , DEP. OF M NES&CGEO&OR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

V. SAMPANG RAMAI AH Respondent ( s)

(Wth application for quashing the notification and Interim Relief
and O fice Report)

W TH

SLP(C) No. 3482-3491/2014

(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

VWRI T PETITION (C NO 979/ 2016

(Wth application for inpleadnent and office report)
Date : 27/03/2017 These petitions were called on for hearing
t oday.

CORAM :  HON&#39; BLE MR, JUSTI CE MADAN B. LOKUR
HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE DEEPAK GUPTA

For Petitioner(s) M. Basavaprabhu S. Patil, Sr. Adv.
V. N. Raghupat hy, AOR

Chi nmay Deshpande, Adv.

Anjid Magbool, Adv.

Pari kshit P. Angadi, Adv.

Anil V. Katarki, Adv.

Anil C. N shani, Adv.

E. R Sunmathy, AOR
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Respondent (s) M. S. N Bhat, AOR
Ani t ha Shenoy, AOR

Joseph Aristotle S., Adv.

Priya Aristotle, Adv.

K. Priyadarshini, Adv.

Ashi sh Yadav, Adv.

Ronsha Raj, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) NO(s). 11466/2013 and 3482-3491/ 2014
A prelimnary Notification was i ssued under Secti on 4 of t he
Kar nat aka For est Act, 1963 on 3rd

June, 1991. The r espondent was
aggri eved by this notification and t hat is how the pr esent
petitions are before us.
Be that as it may, a final Notification has been issued on 1 st
Decenber, 2015.
In view of the above, the decision rendered by the H gh Court
in pur suance of t he Notification dat ed 3rd

June, 1991 has becone
acadeni c. e, t her ef or e, di spose of t he petitions wi t hout
comrenti ng one way or the other on the correctness or otherw se on
the order passed by the High Court.
The special |eave petitions are di sposed of.
VWRI T PETITION (C NO 979/ 2016
The petitioner (V. Sanpangi Ramai ah) has filed this petition
under Article 32  of t he Constitution challenging the fina
notification dated 1 st

Decenber, 2015.
e are not i nclined to entertain t he Wit petition under
Article 32 of the Constitution
The wit petition is accordingly dismissed with [iberty to the
petitioner to challenge the notification before the High Court.
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In view of t he above, t he application for i mpl eadnent is
di sposed of.

(Meenakshi Kohli) ( Sharda Kapoor)

Court Master (SH) Court Master (NS)
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