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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).20959/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 17/03/2011 in SA No. 90/2009
of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT GOA (PANAJI)

ANANT GANESH FAL DESSAI(D) TR.LRS.& ORS.             Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

ADMINISTRATOR OF COMMUNIDADES & ORS.                 Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief)

Date: 12/08/2011    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MARKANDEY KATJU
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD

For Petitioner(s)     Mr. Arun R. Pedneker, Adv. for
                      Mr. V.N. Raghupathy,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

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

           Heard learned counsel for the petitioners.

         In the impugned order of the High Court it has been
    stated that the suit property has not been identified.

         In these circumstances, while we dismiss this special
    leave petition, we leave it to the petitioners to file a
    separate suit or other proceedings in which they can seek to
    identify the property in question.    However, the impugned
    order of the High Court and the orders of the courts below
    will not be a bar to that fresh suit.

          ( Rajesh Dham )                        ( Indu Satija )
            Court Master                           Court Master


