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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

IA 2/2005 in CIVIL APPEAL NO 5055 OF 2005

M S. KRI SHNA DEVELOPERS Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

RADHA RAMAN MANDAL & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(For clarification of Court’s order dated 12.8.2005 and office report)

Wth

I At;\b 3 in C A No. 5056/2005(for clarification of Court’s order dated 12.8.2005 and office re
por

Date: 25/11/2005 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. SI NHA
HON BLE MR JUSTICE P. K. BALASUBRAMANYAN
For Applicant(s)/ Ms. Rakhi Ray, Adv.
Appel I ant (s)/ Ms. | nkl ee Barooah, Adv.
Respondent ( s) Ms. Bina Qupta, Adv.

M. A V. Savant, Sr. Adv.

=

. Sanjay V. Kharde, Adv.

Ms. Chandan Ramanurt hi, Adv.

M . Atul Raj adakshia, Sr.Adv.

M. A S. Bhasne , Adv

M. MN Shroff ,Adv

M . Mukul Rohtagi, Sr.Adv.
M. Subrat Birla, Adv.

M. S.C. Birla ,Adv

M. Arvind Savant, Sr. Adv.

M. K R Sasiprabhu , Adv



M. MK Sreegesh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
By order dated 12.8.2005, this Court passed the follow ng order
in SLP(C)

No. 14011/ 2004:

Leave granted.
M. Mikul Rohtagi, |earned senior Counsel appearing on behal f of
the contesting

respondents states that his clients could have no objection if the order inpugned is
set aside and the

chanber notion taken

.2/ -
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out by the appellant herein for being inpleaded as a party is allowed. The suggestion of M.R
ohtagi is

accept abl e to t he | ear ned Counsel appeari ng on behal f appel I ant . It is d
irected accordi ngly. The

appel l ant-may be inpleaded as a party in the pending wit petition and the matter nay be heard
afresh
al ong wi th pendi ng connected notices of notion and the Chanmber Mdtions, if any.

The appeal s are, thus, disposed of."

M. Mukul Roht agi , | ear ned seni or counsel appeari ng on behal f 0
f r espondent No. 52

submits t hat pur suant to and in furtherance of t he sai d or der, t he mat
ter has been heard on merits

again by the Hi gh Court of Bonbay after inpleading the petitioners as parties. In the said pro
ceedi ngs

an order has been passed on 23. 8. 2005.

M . Savant, |earned senior Counsel appearing on behalf of the applicants states th
at a speci al



| eave petition for grant of special |eave has also been filed against the said order dated 23.
8. 2005 whi ch

has been nunbered as SLP(C) No. 23998/ 2005.

Havi ng regard to the facts and ci rcunst ances of this case, we are o

f the opinion that these

applications may be heard by the sane Bench hearing SLP(C) No. 23998/ 2005.

(Meenu Sethi) (Pushap Lata Bha
rdwaj )

Court Master Court Master



