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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).13584/2010

(From the judgement and order dated 12/01/2010 in       WA No. 417/2009   of
The HIGH COURT OF M.P AT INDORE)

STATE OF M.P.& ORS.                                    Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

NATWARLAL TRIVEDI                                      Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing O.T. and prayer for interim
relief)

WITH SLP(C) NO. 13897 of 2010
(With appln(s) for exemption from filing O.T. and with prayer for
interim relief)
SLP(C) NO. 14214 of 2010
(With prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO. 14222 of 2010
(With prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO. 14270 of 2010
(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 02/08/2010    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE MUKUNDAKAM SHARMA
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL R. DAVE

For Petitioner(s)      Mr.   Vivek K. Tankha, ASG
                       Mr.   Rishabh Sancheti, Adv.
                       Mr.   D. Kumanan, Adv.
                       Mr.   M.P. Singh, Adv.
                       Mr.   B.S. Banthia,Adv.

                       Mr. B.S. Banthia

For Respondent(s)

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R
         Heard the learned counsel appearing for the petitioners.                           It
 is

brought to our notice the fact that after disposal of the case of

Baliram Beghal in writ petition 1512 of 2004 and Devnarayan in writ

petition No.1601 of 2008, a fresh show cause notice was issued by the

petitioner herein to all 228 affected people pursuant to which the

final order also came to be passed which is annexed in the present

appeal as Annexure P-8.             It is pointed out that the aforesaid facts,

although mentioned in the writ appeal, were not considered by the



Division    Bench       while   disposing      of    the     writ   appeal     by   order   da
ted

12.1.2010.        Counsel states that the petitioner would file a review

application bringing to the notice of the Court all those relevant

facts    which,    if    filed,   be    taken       notice    of    by   the   High   Court   
   and

thereafter dispose of the review application in accordance with law.

We order accordingly giving liberty to the petitioner to file such a

Review    Application       which      shall    be    considered         and   disposed     of
    in

accordance with law.            We also make it clear that since we are giving

liberty to the petitioner to file a review petition, delay, if any, in

filing the review application shall be condoned by the High Court.

         The petitions are disposed of accordingly.

   (Gulshan Kumar Arora)                                            (Renu Diwan)
        Sr.P.A.                                                     Court Master


