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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).14689/2010

(From the judgement and order dated 25/03/2010 in        WP No. 2149/2010   of
The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

VISHNU CHIMAJI MAHADIK & ANR                           Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

PRABHAKAR RAJARAM MAHADIK & ORS.                       Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for PLACING ADDL. FACTS AND DOCUMENTS ON RECORD and
prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 04/03/2011    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ALTAMAS KABIR
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE CYRIAC JOSEPH

For Petitioner(s)      Mr.   Shekhar Naphade, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr.   Sanjay V. Kharde, Adv.
                       Mr.   Arun R. Pedneker, Adv.
                       Mr.   Sachin J. Patil, Adv.
                       Ms.   Pooja Raghuvanshi, Adv.
                       Ms.   Chandan Ramamurthi, Adv.

For Respondent(s)      Mr.   R.F. Nariman, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr.   Santosh Paul, Adv.
                       Mr.   Jeetender Sachdev, Adv.
                       Mr.   K.K. Bhat, Adv.
                       Mr.   Arvind Gupta, Adv.
                       Mr.   Kamal Nijhawan, Adv.
                       Ms.   Meera Mathew, Adv.
                       Mr.   M.J. Paul, Adv.

                       Mr. Vinay Navare, Adv.
                       Mr. Keshav Ranjan, Adv.
                       Ms. Abha R. Sharma ,Adv

                       Mr. Ravindra Keshavrao Adsure ,Adv

            UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                O R D E R

              When notice was issued in this special leave petition
     on 12th May, 2010, we had indicated that the same would be
confined to the limited question as to why having regard to
the   observations    made    in    paragraph      9     of    the    impugned
judgment,     the    respondent     No.8,     while          making   further
development    and   in   entering    into     further         transactions,
should not inform the prospective purchasers of the pendency
of the suit.    Pursuant to service of notice, the respondents
have entered appearance and Shri Shekhar Naphade, learned
senior    counsel,   is   appearing   for    the       petitioner       in   the
special leave petition.

          Today, when the matter is taken up, it is submitted
that the parties have no objection to such a direction being
given.      Accordingly,     we    dispose    of       the    special    leave
petition by directing that the respondent No.8, while making



further     development    and     while     entering         into    further
transactions, must inform the prospective purchasers of the
pendency of Suit No.111 of 2008, pending before Civil Judge,
Senior Division, Panvel, Maharashtra.           It is also made clear
that the order of status quo, which had been passed earlier,
has since elapsed.

         (Chetan Kumar)                            (Juginder Kaur)
          Court Master                               Court Master


