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ITEM NO.34&60               COURT NO.3             SECTION IVA

            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).12922/2013

(From the judgement and order  dated 26/11/2012 in WA No.1494/2008 in WP
No.10335/2007 of The HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

V. VENKATARAMANA & ORS.                           Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

MYSORE IT SOLUTIONS PVT. LTD. & ORS.              Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned Judgment and
prayer for interim relief and office report )

WITH S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 8381-8382 of 2013
(With appln. for substn. and permission to fikle SLP and c/d in filing
substn. appln. and office report)
S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 9868 of 2013
(With appln. for c/d in filing SLP and office report)

Date: 29/04/2013  These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL R. DAVE
        HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE RANJANA PRAKASH DESAI

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Rohit Sharma,Adv
                     Mr. S.K. Sabharwal,Adv.

                        Mr. Basav Prabhu S.Patil,Sr.Adv.
                     Mr. Anirudh Sanganeria,Adv.

For Respondent(s)       Dr. A.M.Singhvi,Sr.Adv.
                     Mr. S.N. Bhat,Adv.
                        Mr. Ram Murthy,Adv.
                        Mr. D.P.Chaturvedi,Adv.
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           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

                 The application filed in SLP(C)...CC Nos. 8381-8382/2013 to
          file special leave petition(s) is allowed in terms of  the  prayer
          made.
                Applications for condonation of delay and  substitution  are
           allowed.
                These petitions are directed against order dated  26.11.2012
           passed by the Division Bench of Karnataka High Court whereby  the



           writ appeals filed by the respondent no.1 were  allowed  and  the
           order passed by the learned Single Judge quashing the acquisition
           of the petitioners’ land was set  aside.
                After making submissions for a while,  learned  counsel  for
           the petitioners requested that their  respective  clients  to  be
           permitted to withdraw the special leave petitions with liberty to
           seek review of the judgment under challenge.
                The request of the  learned  counsel  is  accepted  and  the
           special leave petitions are dismissed as withdrawn.
                If the review petitions are  not  entertained  by  the  High
           Court, the petitioners shall be free to file fresh special  leave
           petitions.  In that event they shall be entitled to challenge the
           order impugned in these petitions.

         [SUMAN WADHWA]                   [PHOOLAN WATI ARORA]
         A.R.-cum-P.S.                         COURT MASTER


