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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

I.A Nos.858, 859, 860, 861 AND 862 of 2013
I'N
Cl VI L APPEAL NOCS. APPEAL NO 3628-3960 OF 2004

| BANGALORE DEVELOPMENT AUTHORI TY [ ... .. APPELLANT( S)

VERSUS

R JAYAKUVAR & ORS. [..... RESPONDENT( S) /

| APPLI CANT( S)

ORDER

I.A Nos.858, 859, 861 and 862 of 2013

The applicants in all the aforenentioned applications, who
are respondents in the appeals, state that they are wlling to
deposit the enhanced sital value with interest in accordance wth
the rul es as demanded by the Bangal ore Devel opnent Authority.

However, some of the applicants have already deposited the
enhanced amount as dermanded by the Bangal ore Devel opment Authority
and other applicants are willing to do the same within a period of
si X weeks.

The Bangal ore Development Authority obviously wll be
entitled to cross check the amount which is informed to have been
deposited by the applicants in the aforesaid applications as also
the amobunts that woul d be deposited by the other applicants, and
verify if the sane is adequate and consistent with the Rul es.

Thus, 1.A. Nos.858, 859, 861 and 862 of 2013 stand di sposed
of with a direction to the Bangalore Devel opnment Authority to
accept the anount of the sital value as well as the interest
payable in terms of Rule 13 of the Bangal ore Devel opment Authority
(Al'lotrment of Site) Rules, 1984.

Accordingly, I.A Nos.858, 859, 861 and 862 of 2013 stand
di sposed of.

I.A No. 860 of 2013

In view of the aforesaid directions, the counsel appearing
for the applicant in I.A Nos. 860 of 2013 no Ilonger wshes to
press this application. It is dismssed as not pressed.

Civil Appeal Nos.3628-3960, 3962 of 2004 And 3250 of 2005

The respondents who have not been served should be served

expedi tiously.

.................... J.
(GYAN SUDHA M SRA)

.................... J.
(Pl NAKI CHANDRA GHOSE)
NEW DELHI ,
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I. A Nos. 858, 859, 860, 861 AND 862 of 2013
I'N
ClVIL APPEAL NOS. APPEAL NO 3628-3960 COF 2004

BANGALORE DEVELOPNMENT AUTHORI TY Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

R JAYAKUMAR & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions, extension of tinme for depositing the noney,
substitution and office report)

W TH

Cvil Appeal NO 3250 of 2005
(Wth office report)

Cvil Appeal NO 3962 of 2004
(Wth office report)

Date: 07/08/2013 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE PI NAKI CHANDRA GHOSE

For Appellant(s) M. Altaf Ahned, Sr. Adv.

. S. K. Kul karni, Adv.

M G reesh Kumar, Adv. ‘
Ankur S. Kul kar ni , Adv.

For Respondent (s) R S hegde, Adv.

Chandra Prakash, Adv.

Vai j ayanthi Grish, Adv.

Bhar at Sangal , Adv.
Saunmya Agarwal , Adv.

Anand Sanjay M Nuli, Adv.
Lave Kuanr Sharnma, Adv.
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E. C. Vidyasagar, Adv.
Azeem A. Kal ebudde, Adv.

P. R Ranmsesh , Adv
S.N. Bhat , Adv

s. K. Sarada Devi , Adv
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Ni khil Nayyar , Adv
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B. Subrahnmanya Prasad , Adv

Al taf Ahnmed, Sr. Adv.
S. K. Kul karni, Adv.
M G reesh Kumar, Adv. ‘
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M. Ankur S. Kul kar ni , Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

I. A Nos.858, 859, 861 and 862 of 2013 stand di sposed of in
terms of the signed order.

I.A No. 860 of 2013

In view of the aforesaid directions, the counsel appearing
for the applicant in I.A Nos. 860 of 2013 no longer wshes to
press this application. It is dismssed as not pressed.

G vil Appeal Nos.3628-3960, 3962 of 2004 And 3250 of 2005

The respondents who have not been served should be served

expedi ti ously.

| (Neetu Khaj uria) | (S.S. R Krishna)
| Sr. P. A | Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file.)



