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This Petition was called on for hearing today.

the Court made the follow ng

in ternms of the signed

Bala Vij)

Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the fiel)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

ClVIL APPEAL No. 3557

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

OF 2010

(Arising out of SLP(C) No. 20283 of 2008)

ASHOK MATAPRASAD YADAV
pel l ant (s)

ANUPAM DEVELOPERS & ORS.
spondent (' s)

Ver sus

Re



ORDER

1. Leave granted.

2. Chal | enge in this appeal to t he
ed 23rd

April, 2008 passed by the Hi gh Court of Bonbay in Appea

from Order No. 15 of 2008 whereby the appeal filed by the

appel | ant agai nst t he or der of t he
rt was

di smi ssed

3. After hearing | earned counsel for the parties, we are

convinced that the order of status quo/injunction granted by

the trial court in Special Civil Suit No. 140 of 2007 and

af firmed by t he Hi gh Court by i mpugned
not be

al | oned to be sust ai ned in Vi ew of
at t he

agr eenent in favour of t he pr esent

Ashok

Mat apr asad Yadav was a tripartite

dat ed

23/ 3/ 2007 which was executed between the City and Industria

Devel opnent Cor poration of Mahar ashtra
Cl DCO),

r espondent No. - 3 t he ori gi nal | and

t he
appel I ant.
-2

3. Be that as it may be, we do not want to express any
opi ni on on t he merits of this case. However, we are

nmodi fying the status quo/injunction order dated 15-11-2007
at this stage to the extent that the present appellant shal
be entitled to construct the plot but shall not claimany
equity for doing any construction activity on the plot in

question and any such activity shall be governed by the

out come of the Special Cvil Suit No. 140 of 2007 pending
before the learned Cvil Judge (Sr. Division), Panvel
4. The undertaki ng of not claining any equity out of the

construction, if any, by the appellant shall be filed before

order dat

trial cou

order can

t he fact th

appel | ant -
agr eenent

Lt d. (

owner and



the trial court within two weeks fromtoday.

5. The order of the trial court and the H gh Court is

nodi fied to the aforesai d extent.

6. The appeal stands di sposed of accordingly.

.................... J.
(Dr. MJUKUNDAKAM SHARMA

New Del hi ,
April 19, 2010.



