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ITEM NO.8                    COURT NO.9                      SECTION IX

             S U P R E M E      C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                             RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).18765/2012

(From the judgement and order           dated 20/04/2012 in WP No.836/2012 of
The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

DINESH DASHRATH PATIL                                           Petitioner(s)

                    VERSUS

SAPAN PRAMOD CHOWDHURY & ORS.                     Respondent(s)
(With prayer for interim relief and office report )

Date: 22/04/2014     This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKRAMAJIT SEN

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Vinay Navare, Adv.
                        Mr. Keshav Ranjan, Adv.
                        for Ms. Abha R. Sharma,AOR

For Respondent(s)       Mr. Gopal Jain, Sr. Adv.
                        Mr. Ranjit Raut, Adv.
                        for Ms. Bina Gupta,AOR

                        Mr. V.K. Sidharthan,AOR(Not present)

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

                In view of the order which we propose to pass in

    this special leave petition, it is inexpedient to give in

    detail    the   facts    of   the    case.    Suffice     to   say   that   the

    plaintiff-petitioner herein filed a suit for declaration and

    injunction.      Respondent     no.1        filed   an    application       for

    impleadment. The said application was rejected by the trial

    Court, against which he preferred a writ petition before the

    High Court under Article 227 of the Constitution of India.
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The High Court, while issuing rule, directed for appointment

of a Court Receiver and further directed the Court Receiver

to    conduct    interse    bidding     between          the    petitioner       and

respondent no.1 herein and the person offering the highest



bid for royalty will be appointed as an agent of the Court

Receiver.

            By    order    dated    13.07.2012,          this        Court,    while

issuing notice, stayed the operation of the impugned order.

            We have heard learned counsel for the parties.

            As   this     special   leave      petition        has     been   filed

against   an     interlocutory      order,     we   are        not    inclined    to

interfere with the same.

            We   expect    the   High       Court   to    decide       the    matter

expeditiously.

            Till the decision by the High Court, the parties

shall maintain status quo, as it exists today, as regards

the suit property.

            The special leave petition stands disposed of in

the above terms.

     (Parveen Kr.Chawla)                                (Indu Satija)
         Court Master                                Assistant Registrar


