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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).24413-24414/2007
(From the judgenent and order dated 30/10/2007 in WA No. 288/ 2006, WA
No. 289/ 2006 of The H GH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)
S. B. G SOFTWARE P. LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

H. G SHEELA & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln. for and prayer for interimrelief and office report)

W TH SLP(C) NO 21723-21724 of 2008
(Wth appln.for c/delay in filing SLP and i npl eadnent and office report)

SLP(C) NO. 26897-26898 of 2008
(Wth appln.for c/delay in filing SLP and in c/delay in filing substitution
of respondents and office report)

Date: 30/08/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MJUKHOPADHAYA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO

For Petitioner(s) M. V. Gri, Sr.Adv.

M. E.MS. Anam Adv.

Ms. Kiran Suri, Adv..
M. S.J. Anmith, Adv.
M . Naki bur Rahman Bar bhui ya, Adv.
Ms,. Ritika Ganbhir, Adv.

Ms. Anitha Shenoy, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms. S. Usha Reddy, Adv.

Ms. Kiran Suri , Adv

M. K K Mni , Adv
M. Abhi shek Krishna, Adv.
M. A. Lakshm narayan, Adv,

M. S. N Bhat , Adv
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M. P. Vishwanath Shetty, Sr.Adv.
Abhijat P. Medh , Adv

R S. Hegde, Adv.
M. Chandra Prakash, Adv.
Raj eev Si ngh , Adv
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S.N. Bhat, Adv.
Ms. Anitha Shenoy, Adv.

For inpleading M. Joseph Aristotle, Adv.
appl i cant Ms. Priya Aristotle, Adv.



UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

I.A Nos.5-6 have been filed by the petitioner for disposa
of the special |eave petitions in terns of the Joint Meno of
Settlement dated 10th My, 2013

Learned counsel for the parties submt that simlar
applications have been filed by nost of the parties for wthdrawal
of the wit petition except respondent Miniswany Reddy and
Narayananma (Wit Petitioner Nos.8 and 9 in WP No.1393/2005 before
the Hi gh Court).

A prayer has been made to dispose of the special |eave
petitions in ternms of the Joint Meno of Settlenent and allow other
parties to allow the wit petitions.

Lear ned counsel appearing on behal f of the Mini swany Reddy

and Narayananma subnits that he has not yet been recei ved any
i nstructions. In t he
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circunstances, we allow two weeks’ tine to respondents Minniswany
Reddy and Narayanamma to file an affidavit stating whether the
special |eave petition should be disposed of in terns of the Joint
Meno of Settlement and others should be allowed to wthdraw the
wit petitions preferred by them

Post this matter after three weeks.

[ Usha Bhardwaj ] [ Usha Sharnma ]
A RcumP. S Court Master



