
ITEM NO.17+36               COURT NO.8               SECTION IV-A

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) Diary No(s). 8908/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 03-12-2025
in WP No.36440/2014 & 03-12-2025 in WP No.52283/2013 passed by the
High Court of Karnataka at Bengaluru]

A. NAVEEN BHANDARY                                 Petitioner

VERSUS

BANK OF BARODA & ORS.                              Respondents

FOR ADMISSION 
I.A.  No.107052/2026-CONDONATION  OF  DELAY  IN  REFILING/CURING  THE
DEFECTS
 

Item No.36
SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) Diary No(s). 8233/2026
FOR ADMISSION 
I.A.  No.88982/2026-CONDONATION  OF  DELAY  IN  REFILING/CURING  THE
DEFECTS

Date : 13-04-2026 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DIPANKAR DATTA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SATISH CHANDRA SHARMA

For Petitioner(s) :Mr. P. Vishwanatha Shetty, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Mahesh Thakur, AOR
                   Mr. Siddhartha Sati, Adv.
                   Mr. Narveer Yadav, Adv.
                   Ms. Ruchi Kumari, Adv.
                   

    Mr. Shyam Diwan, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Kush Sharma, Adv.
                   Ms. Asiya Khan, AOR
                   Ms. Niharika Tanwar, Adv.
                   Mr. Nishchaya Nigam, Adv.
                   Mr. Rishit Vimadalal, Adv.
                   Mr. Arpit Jacbob Varaprasad, Adv.
                   
For Respondent(s) :Mrs. Vaijayanthi Girish, AOR
                   Mr. Girish Ananthamurthy, Adv.
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                   Mr. Anand Sanjay M Nuli, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Abhishek Kanyalur, Adv.
                   Mr. Satya Narayan, Adv.
                   M/S.  Nuli & Nuli, AOR
                   

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

1. Delay condoned.

2. Issue notice, returnable on 19th May, 2026.

3. The auction purchaser claims to be in possession of the disputed property.

4.  Mr.  Anand  Sanjay  M  Nuli,  learned  senior  counsel  appearing  for  the

respondent(s), disputes that the auction purchaser is in possession.

5.  Let status quo be maintained with regard to possession of the property

sold in auction as well as its nature and character, as on today.

6. Counter affidavit be filed within two weeks.

7. Rejoinder thereto, if any, be filed within a week thereafter.

8. Liberty is granted to the learned counsel for the petitioner(s) to correct

the court’s record, in the meanwhile.

(RASHMI DHYANI PANT)                        (SUDHIR KUMAR SHARMA)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                        COURT MASTER (NSH)
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