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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).14202/2012

(From the judgement and order       dated 12/04/2012 in WP No.1973/2011
of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

OSWAL AGRO MILLS LTD.                                   Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

HINDUSTAN PETROLEUM CORP. LTD. & ORS.                   Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
Judgment,exemption from filing O.T.,PERMISSION TO FILE LENGTHY LIST
OF DATES and prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 17/05/2012    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK VERMA
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHANSU JYOTI MUKHOPADHAYA
                                    (Vacation Bench)

For Petitioner(s)      Mr.   Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr.   Rakesh Tiku, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr.   Nimay Dave, Adv.
                       Mr.   Yogendra Singh, Adv.
                       Ms.   Manjusha Wadhwa, Adv.
                       Mr.   Bharat Sangal,Adv.

For Respondent(s)      Mr. Abhishek M. Singhvi, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr. Sanjay Kapur,Adv.
                       Mr. Ashmi Mohan, Adv.

                       Mr. Bhargava V. Desai, Adv.
                       Mr. Avijit Bhushan, Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R
           Issue notice.
             Mr. Sanjay Kapur, learned counsel for Respondent No.1
     and Mr. Bhargava V. Desai, learned counsel for Respondent
     Nos. 3 to 6, appear and accept notice on behalf of their
     respective     Respondents.    Notice   be   issued    to     other
     Respondents.
                                                                 ....2/-
                                   : 2 :
       In   the   meanwhile,      direction       as   contained    in   paras
60(b) and 60(c) of the impugned judgment, shall be kept in
abeyance until further orders.
       We have been given to understand that Petitioner has
not    been   carrying    on     any    construction       activity   on    the
disputed      land   since     10th    October,    2011.    Thus,   order    of
status quo would continue with regard to the Petitioner.
       Dr. Abhishek M. Singhvi, learned senior counsel along
with    learned      counsel     Mr.    Sanjay     Kumar,    appearing      for
Respondent No.1/HPCL, informed that they would also not
make any construction on the land shown in the Map as
Calico      plots,     meaning        thereby     that      Petitioner      and
Respondents both would maintain status quo, as it obtains
today.
       List the matter after service is complete on other
Respondents.



       (Sanjay Kumar-II)                                 (S.S.R. Krishna)
         Court Master                                     Court Master


