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Meenakshi Arora, Adv.
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Dushyant Dave, Sr.
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R V.S. Naik, Adv.

Qururaj Deshpande,

Vasudevan Raghavan,
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These Petitions were called on for hearing today.



CP(C) No. D26236 Anoop G Choudhary, Sr. Adv.
Prashant Kumar, Adv.

Abhay Kumar, Adv.

Sri Ranga, Adv.

Tenzin Tsening, Adv.

SSS5S

Ashok Haranahal li, AG
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Sandeep Patil, Adv.
Ani t ha Shenoy, Adv.
B.S. Gaut ham Adv.
Rashm Nandakurmar, Adv.
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Anoop G Choudhary, Sr. Adv.
Prashant Kumar, Adv.
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Sri Ranga, Adv.

Tenzin Tsening, Adv.

CP 96 Vi kas Singh, Sr. Adv.
Kiran Suri, Adv.

S.J. Smith, Adv.

E.C. Vidya Sagar, Adv.
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Sanj ay R Hegde, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

1. By our order dated 18.1.2011, we had requested the
Hi gh Court of Kar nat aka to di spose of al | t he matters
pendi ng before it in respect of present |and acquisitions

within reasonable tine. It is now reported that the High
3

Court has disposed of all the matters probably barring one
vide its judgnent dated 15.6.2011

2. It is now pressed before us by M. Dushyant Dave,

| ear ned seni or counsel appeari ng for t he cont enpt
petitioners that the contenpt petition should be decided.

However, M. Ashok Haranahal li, Advocate General appearing

on behalf of State of Karnataka requests us that he be given

an opportunity to file an additional affidavit. W fee

t hat t he request i s reasonabl e i nasnuch as the Advocate

Gener al want to clarify in that affidavit as to what are

t he i mpedi ment s felt by t he State Gover nnent for

i mpl ement ati on of the judgnment of this Court in State of



Kar nat aka & another vs. Al India Manufacturers O ganisation

and others (2006) 4 SCC 683. The said affidavit shall also

state the steps taken by the State Governnment till date to

comply with the aforesaid judgnent of this Court. We | eave
the question of maintainability open at this stage till we

consider the additional affidavit that may be filed on

behal f of the State Governnent.
3. Needl ess to nention here that no | and shall be de-
notified by the State Governnent until further orders.

4. Li st these matters after six weeks.

(Par deep Kunar) (Shashi Bala Vij)
Court Master (Assi stant Registrar)



