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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A Nos. 7-8/2013
in Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).22182-22183/2012

(From the judgenent and order dated 11/05/2012 in WP No. 977/ 2010
and WP No. 1134/ 2010 of The H GH COURT OF BQOVBAY)

BOVBAY DYEI NG & MFG. CO. LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
MONI TORI NG COWM T. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(for directions and I. A Nos. 9-10 - appln.(s) for intervention and |I.
Nos. 11-12 & 13-14 - appln(s) for inpleadnent and office report)

Date: 08/07/2013 These IAs were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE R M LODHA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MJUKHOPADHAYA

For Petitioner(s) F.S. Nariman, Sr. Adv.
Navroz Seervai, Sr. Adv.
R N. Karanjawal a, Adv.
Ruby Si ngh Ahuja, Adv.
Meena Doshi, Adv.

Ni na Nariman, Adv.

Ji gnha Kapadi a, Adv.
Deepti Sarin, Adv.

| shaan Gaur, Adv.

. Mani k Karanj awal a, Adv. for
M S. Karanjawal a & Co., Adv.
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For Respondent (s)
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Shekhar Naphade, Sr. Adv.
S. Sukumar an, Adv.

J.J. Xavier, Adv.

Uday Kedar, Adv.

Anand Sukumar, Adv.
Bhupesh Kumar Pat hak, Adv.
Meera Mat hur , Adv
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Nitin S. Tanmbwekar, Adv.
B.S. Sai, Adv.
Raj eev , Adv
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I A 9-10 J.P. Cama, Sr. Adv.
Aar ohi Bhalla, Adv.
Subodh S. Patil, Adv.

Suj at a Kurdukar, Adv.
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A 11-12 M. Sanjay Singhvi, Adv.
Ms. Aparna Bhat, Adv.

Colin Gonsal ves, Sr. Adv.
Anmiy Shukl a, Adv.
Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.

S FFF

Chirag M Shroff, Adv.



M. Narendra Kumar Goyal, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

M. F.S. Narinman, |earned senior counsel for the petitioner
submits that the petitioner is agreeable to the conditions set out by
the Municipal Comm ssioner in paragraphs 9 (a) to (f) of his
af fidavit dated March 8, 2013. He further submits that fresh nodified
lay out plan submitted by the petitioner neets these conditions.

2. M. Colin Gonsalves, |earned senior counsel for the
intervenor - Grni Kangar Sangharsh Samiti in I.A No... of 2013 and
M. Sanjay Singhvi, |earned counsel for the intervenors in |.A  Nos.

11-12 of 2013 submt that they have serious objections to the
Muni ci pal Conmmi ssioner agreeing to nodify the lay out plans as
proposed in his above affidavit and they would nmke representations
on behalf of the intervenors to the Minicipal Conm ssioner by July 9,
2013.

3. M. Shekhar Naphade, |earned senior counsel for the
Muni ci pal Corporation for Geater Minbai prays for two weeks’ tinme to
enabl e the Conm ssioner to consider (i) whether the fresh nmodi fi ed
lay out plan subnmitted by the petitioner neets the conditions as set
out by the Conm ssioner in paragraph 9(a) to (f) of his affidavit
and whet her the sanme conforns D.C. R 58 of Devel opnment Control Rules

1991 or not and (ii) the representations that may be subnitted by the
intervenors. We grant tinme to the Minicipal Conm ssioner as prayed.

4. We record the statenent of M. J.P. Cama, |earned senior
counsel for the intervenors in l.A Nos. 9-10 of 2013 that these
intervenors fully accept the fresh nodified lay out plan submtted by
the petitioner.

5. List the matter on July 26, 2013.

6. The interimorder dated February 1, 2013 passed by this
Court shall continue to operate until then

| (Par deep Kunar) | | (Renu Di wan)
| Court Master | | Court Master



