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Petition(s) for     Special     Leave   to   Appeal   (Civil)....../2010
CC 12183/2010

(From the judgement and order dated 18/01/2010 in      RFA No.
5015/2009 of The HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

AI-JAMAITUL QURAISH TRUST                                 Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

ABDUL JABBAR & ORS.                                       Respondent(s)

(With I.A.- Application for substitution of the deceased R.
No.22)
(With I.A. 1 Appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,c/delay in
refiling SLP)

Date: 24/09/2010      This     Petition   was   called   on   for   hearing
today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE MUKUNDAKAM SHARMA
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL R. DAVE

For Petitioner(s)
                      Mr.    Shakil Ahmed Syed,Adv.
                      Mr.    Syed Ahmad Saud, Adv.
                      Mr.    Mohd. Moonis Abbasi, Adv.
                      Mr.    Shuaib Uddin, Adv.

For Respondent(s)

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

           It is contended by the learned counsel appearing for

the petitioner that the respondent No. 22 has expired and not
respondent No. 1 as typed in the last order dated 20.8.2010.

Mistake   in the     said order be corrected accordingly.                         Since

respondent No. 22 has expired, his legal representatives are

required to be brought on record.                 A substitution application

has been filed by the petitioner praying for substitution of

the names of his legal representatives in place of deceased

respondent No.22.        However, the said application is found to be

defective    by    the   Registry     as    the       same   was    filed    without

furnishing   the    relationship      and       age    of    the    Lrs.    The    said



application is also not supported by any application seeking

for   condonation        of   delay        in     filing      the     substitution

application.

      In view of the above two weeks’ further time is granted to

the petitioner to do the needful in the matter failing which

appropriate orders shall be passed on the next date.

       (NEELAM GULATI)                                       (RENU DIWAN)
           Sr. P.A.                                          COURT MASTER


