| TEM NO. 104 COURT NO. 12 SECTI ON | VA

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 926 OF 2006

MUNI KRI SHNAPPA Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF KARNATAKA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

WTH

G vil Appeal NO 925 of 2006
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 29/09/2011 These Appeal s were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE R M LODHA

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE JAGDI SH SI NCH KHEHAR
For Appellant(s) M. Joseph Pookkatt, Adv.

M. Prashant Kunar, Adv.
M. B.S. lyengar, Adv.

M. Pradeep Msra, Adv. (not present)

S. N. Bhat, Adv.

N. P. S. Paswan, Adv.

D. P. Chaturvedi, Adv.
Ravi Paswan, Adv.
Rohaan Contractor, Adv.
Pankaj P., Adv.

For Respondent (s)

V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.
Sanjay R Hegde ,Adv. (NP)
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Cvil Appeal No. 926 of 2006

Cvil Appeal is dismissed in terns of the signed order.

Cvil Appeal NO 925 of 2006

Cvil Appeal is dismissed in terns of the signed order.

(Raj esh Dham) (Renu Di wan)
Court Master Court Master

(signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 926 OF 2006



MUNI KRI SHNAPPA Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF KARNATAKA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

W TH
Gvil Appeal NO. 925 of 2006
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Gvil Appeal No. 926 of 2006

M. Joseph Pookkatt, |earned counsel for the appellant,
fairly submits that since the tenure of |ease has expired,
in SO far as t he pr esent Appeal is concer ned
remai ns to be deci ded. However, he submits
i mportant question of |aw concerning the consideration of
the applications for quarry |lease "in order of receipt and
date of application on first come first basis" is involved
and the question of |aw may be consi dered by us.
In our view, the question of |aw may be kept open since
havi ng regard to t he fact t hat tenure of

al ready expired, it is not proper to undertake the acadenic

exerci se.
11
Consequently, Civil Appeal is dismssed. The question
of law is kept open. No costs.

Cvil Appeal NO 925 of 2006

In this Appeal no one appears for the appellant.
It appears that the tenure of |ease has already expired
and it is for this reason that no one is present on behal f
of the appell ant.
Cvil Appeal is dismssed. However, question of lawis

kept open. No costs.
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