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SLP(C)No. 1573 OF 1999
ITEM No.23 Court No. 1 SECTION IVA
A/N MATTER

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.1573/1999
(From the judgement and order dated 24/06/1998 in WP 37067/97
of The HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

K.V. SUBBANNA & ORS Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF KARNATAKA & ORS Respondent (s)

Date : 05/08/2002 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.G. BALAKRISHNAN
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARIJIT PASAYAT

Amicus Curiae Mr. Harish N Salve, SG
Mr. U U Lalit, Adv.

For Petitioner (s) Mr. R S Hegde, Adv.
Mr. P.P. Singh,Adv.

For Respondent (s) Mr. S.N. Bhat,Adv.
Mr. Sanjay R. Hegde,Adv.(NP)
Mr. N. Ganpathy,Adv.
Mr. Mukul Rohtagi, ASG
Mr. Aftab Ali Khan, Mr. R N Poddar,

Mr. C Radhakrishna and Mr. B V Balram
Das,Advs.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
........ Leeoihvieen To T T T T
Heard counsel for the parties for 10 minutes.

Prayer (d) of ILA. for placing on record the
Inspection Report is allowed.

Special leave granted.

The appeal is disposed of in terms of the signed

order.

(D.P. WALIA) (S.L. GOYAL) @@
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(Signed Order is placed on the file)

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CIVIL APPEAL NO. 4568 OF 2002@@
EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
(arising out of SLP(C) No. 1573 of 1999)

K.V. Subbanna & Ors. ... Appellants
VS.

State of Karnataka & Ors. ... Respondents

ORDER@®@
EEEEEEEEE
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Special leave granted.

In view of the reports filed by the State Government
and the Union of India, respondent Nos. 9to 11 cannot be
allowed to continue with the non-forest activity on the land
in question. The writ petition filed by the appellants herein
in the High Court is allowed, the effect of which would be
that respondent Nos. 9 to 11 will not carry out any
non-forest activity on the land in question without obtaining
requisite permission. It is made clear that this will not
preclude the said respondents from challenging any decision of
the other respondents with regard to the status of the land.

This appeal is disposed of in the aforesaid terms.
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(K.G. BALAKRISHNAN)
New Delhi; . J

August 5, 2002. (ARIJIT PASAYAT)



