JwW THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
L

I'N
CIVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
CONTEMPT PETI TION (C) NO. 144 OF 2006

I'N
Cl VI L APPEAL NOCS. 3492- 3494 OF 2005

DAKSHI NAMURTHY ....PETI TI ONER
VERSUS

B. K. DAS | AS & CRS. ... . RESPONDENTS

WTH

CONMT. PET. (C) NO. 96 of 2007 In C. A No.3492--3494/ 2005
SLP(C) NO 11829 of 2008
WP(C NO D23593 of 2008

ORDER

We have heard the | earned counsel for the parties

on the application for contenpt.

By a final j udgment , this Court directed the
St at e/ respondent s to i mpl enent t he Bangal or e- Mysor e
Infrastructure Corridor Project. The said project has not
yet been inplenented by the State/respondents. On 4t h of

February, 2009, when this contenpt proceeding was taken up

for hearing, M. G E. Vahanvati, |learned Solicitor Genera
of I ndi a (as he t hen was) appeari ng for t he St at e,
submitted t hat t he State Gover nment had deci ded to

i mpl ement the judgnent of the High Court of Karnataka, as
affirmed by this Court, for such inplenentation the State
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Gover nnent needed tine. It is true that inspite of such

submi ssi on made by the then | earned Solicitor General of

India, we are informed that the project has not yet been

i mpl enent ed. At the time of hearing on that date, the
Advocate Ceneral of the State, who was present in court,
submitted before us that the State Governnment had al ready

taken all steps to inplenent the project and in fact, sone

| ands had al r eady been allotted to t he applicants

Consi dering this subm ssion of the | earned Advocate Genera
of t he St at e, we directed t he State Gover nnent
constitute a Committee to be headed by the Chief Mnister

of Karnataka for that purpose and the said Comittee shal

to



submit a report by 22nd of Novenber, 2009 as to all otnent
and possession of |lands for conpletion of the project and
such st eps can be t aken wi thin t he time t hat may be
mentioned in the report and the project shall be allowed to
be conpl eted as per the alignment specified in the Qutline
Devel opnent Plan dated 12th of February, 2004 issued by the
Bangal ore Mysor e Infrastructure Corridor Area Pl anni ng
Authority as per the Town and Country Pl anni ng Act. The
matter was directed to be placed for further orders on 26 th
of Novenber, 2009. However, the nmatter was placed before
us today i.e. 11th of January, 2010 for orders.
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We have heard the | earned counsel for the parties
and considered the entire materials on record. Bef ore us
an additional affidavit has been filed on behal f of the
applicant fromwhich it appears that despite some progress
made by t he State Gover nment for i mpl ement ati on of t he
proj ect much work/conpliance of the order of this Court is
yet to be undertaken by the Governnent of Karnataka for
which further directions are required to be issued by this
Court. M. Vahanvati, |earned Attorney General of India

appearing for the State of Karnataka submtted that some

time is required to respond to t he sai d addi ti ona
affidavit filed on behalf of the applicant. Consi deri ng
t he gravity of t he pr obl em and consi dering the factua

di spute being raised by the applicant, we are of the view

t hat t he addi ti onal affidavit filed on behal f of t he
appl i cant must be responded by the State of Karnataka. In
that view of the matter, we grant six weeks time to the

State of Kar nat aka to file response to this addi ti ona

af fidavit filed on behal f of t he applicant. I'n t he
meantinme, we are of the view that the Hi gh Level Committee

constituted to hol d a nmeet i ng for t he pur pose of

i mpl enmentation of the project and subnit a report on the

basis of the order passed earlier within ten weeks from
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this dat e. It nmust be sai d t hat whil e hol di ng

neeting, the H gh Level Committee shall give opportunity of
hearing to the applicant and other interested parti es whom

the H gh Level Conmmittee may think proper to be heard.

All t he contentions of M. Pr ashant
| ear ned counsel appeari ng for t he petitioner in
No. D23593 of 2008 shall be heard after the report and the
affidavits are filed.

Let this matter be listed in the nonth of April,

2010 for orders.

..................... J.
( TARUN CHATTERIJEE)
..................... J.
(R M LODHA)
..................... J.
( DEEPAK VERMR)

NEW DELHI

JANUARY 11, 2010.
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| TEM NO. 301 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON | VA
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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
CONMT. PET. (C) NO. 144/ 2006 I N C. A. NO. 3492-94/ 2005
DAKSHI NAMURTHY Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
B.K.DAS I.A S & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)
[ For further orders)

W TH CONMT. PET. (C) NO. 96 of 2007 In C. A No.3492--3494/ 2005
(Wth appln.(s) for interimrelief and permission to file
addi ti onal documents and appl n.for seeking nodification of the
order dt.21.07.2006 and appln.for perm ssion to exercise its
contractual rights)

such

Bhushan,

W P. (C)



SLP(C) NO. 11829 of 2008

(Wth appln.(s) for pernmission to place additional documents on
record and with prayer for interimrelief and office report)
WP(C) D NO D23593 of 2008

(Wth appln.(s) for ex-parte stay and pernmission to file

addi ti onal

repo

Dat e:

rt)

CORAM :

For

HON BLE MR
HON BLE MR
HON BLE MR

Petitioner(s)

docunents and exenption fromfiling OT. and office

11/ 01/ 2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

JUSTI CE TARUN CHATTERJEE
JUSTICE R M LODHA
JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERVA
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M. Vasudevan Raghavan,
MS. Lawyer’'S Knit & Co., Advs.

For

For
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Mukul Rohtagi, Sr.Adv.
Mohit D. Ram Adv.
Meenakshi Arora, Adv.

Vasudevan Raghavan, Adv.

Ashok Desai, Sr.Adv.
Dushyant A. Dave, Sr. Adv.
Rohi ngt on Nari man, Sr. Adv.
R V.S. Naik, Adv.

K. T. Anantaranman, Adv.

Adv.
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Prashant Bhushan, Adv.
Prashant Kumar, Adv.
Triveni Potekar, Adv.
J. K. Mbhapatra, Adv.
Amarjit Singh Bedi, Adv.
G E. Vahanvati, A G
Ashok Haranahal i, Adv. Genl.
Sandeep Patil, Adv.
Ani t ha Shenoy, Adv.
Rashm Nandakumar, Adv.
Shant a Kumar Mahal e, Adv.

Anup G Chowdary, Sr.Adv.
Abhay Kumar, Adv.

Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.
Vasudevan Raghavan, Adv.
Kiran Suri, Adv.

E. C. Vidya Sagar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

We have heard the | earned counsel for the parties

and considered the entire materials on record.

Bef or e us,



an additional affidavit has been filed on behalf of the

applicant fromwhich it appears that despite some progress

made by t he State Gover nment for i mpl ement ati on of t he
proj ect much work/conpliance of the order of this Court is

yet to be undertaken by the Governnent of Karnataka for

which further directions are required to be issued by this

Court. M. Vahanvati, |earned Attorney Ceneral of India
appearing for the State of Karnataka submtted that some
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time is required to respond to the said additional affidavit
contd...3/-
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filed on behalf of the applicant. Consi dering the gravity
of the problem and considering the factual dispute being
rai sed by t he appl i cant, we are of t he view that t he
additional affidavit filed on behalf of the applicant nust
be responded by the State of Karnataka. In that view of the

matter, we grant six weeks time to the State of Karnataka to
file response to this additional affidavit filed on behalf
of the applicant. In the nmeantine, we are of the viewthat
the H gh Level Conmittee constituted to hold a neeting for
the purpose of inplenentation of the project and submit a
report on the basis of the order passed earlier within ten
weeks fromthis date. It nmust be said that while holding
such meet i ng, t he Hi gh Level Conmittee shal | gi ve
opportunity of hearing to the applicant and other interested
parties whomthe Hi gh Level Committee may think proper to be
hear d.
All t he cont enti ons of M. Pr ashant Bhushan,

| ear ned counsel appeari ng for t he petitioner in WP. (Q
No. D23593 of 2008 shall be heard after the report and the
affidavits are filed.

Let this matter be listed in the nonth of April,
2010 for orders.

(A. D. Sharnma) ( Phoolan Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed Order is placed on the file)



