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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).21538/2008
(From the judgenent and order dated 17/04/2008 in WA No. 3466/ 2005 of The
H GH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

WEST COAST PAPER M LLS LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
DY. COWR. , KARWAR & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln. for permssion to file additional docunents and directions and
i mpl eadnent and exenption fromfiling O T. and exenption from filing OT.
of the additional docunents and with prayer for interimrelief)

(For final disposal)

W TH CONMT. PET. (C) NO. 231 of 2010 in SLP(C)No. 21538 of 2008
(Wth appln. for permssion to file additional docunents and exenption
fromfiling OT.)

Date: 10/10/2012 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. SATHASI VAM
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO
For Petitioner(s) C. S. Vai dyanat han, Sr. Adv.
K. V. Vi shwanat han, Sr. Adv.
Joseph Pookkatt, Adv.
Prashant Kunar, Adv.
. Anurag Sharnm, Adv.
MS. Ap & J Chanbers, Adv.

ss3s%

For Respondent (s) M. V. N Raghupat hy, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard bot h si des.

Leave granted.

The civil appeal is disposed of.

In view of the disposal of the <civil appeal, nothing
survives for adjudication in 1.A for inpleadnent which is
di sm ssed. However, the proposed parties are free to approach the
Hi gh Court to vindicate their grievance.
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In view of the disposal of the civil appeal, no orders are
required in contenpt petition.

[ Madhu Bal a] [ Savita Sai nani ]
Sr. PA Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 7453 OF 2012
(@SPECI AL LEAVE PETITION(C) No. 21538 of 2008)



VEST COAST PAPER M LLS LTD. ... APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS

DEPUTY COWM SSI ONER, KARWAR & ORS. . . . RESPONDENT( S)

W TH

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO. 231 CF 2010

ORDER

Heard bot h sides.

Leave granted.

It is the claimof the appellant that it has nmade a request
to the revenue authorities to correct the entries in the revenue records
to show that the Iand in question belonged to the State Governnent and
not to the Forest Departnent. Since there was no proper response even
after legal notice, the appellant approached the Hi gh Court by way of
Wit of Mandanus to make corrections in the revenue entries. Learned
Si ngl e Judge of the Hi gh Court of Karnataka, Bangal ore, by order dated
12t h Septenber, 2005 disnmissed the wit petition with liberty to the
appel lant to approach the Cvil Court for appropriate relief.

The said order was taken up before the Division Bench by
way of Wit Appeal No. 3466 of 2005.

M. C.S. Vaidyanathan, |earned senior counsel appearing on
behal f of the appellant after taking us through the entire order of the
Di vi sion Bench submitted that inasnmuch as the Division Bench has
concentrated on Rule 17 of Karnataka Government (Transaction of
Busi ness) Rules, 1977 and only in the penultimte paragraph viz., para
14 wthout adverting to the gri evance of the appel | ant sinmply
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di smi ssed the appeal, the same cannot be sustained. Apart fromthe above
infirmty M. Vaidyanathan has also brought to our notice various
orders/conmuni cations fromthe Ofice of Principal Chief Conservator of
Forests, Bangal ore; Pri nci pal Secretary to Gover nnent Forest,
Envi ronnment & Ecol ogy Departnent and Deputy Conservator of Forests,
Hal i yal etc. addressed to various officers of the Forest Departments and
t he Deputy Conmissioner, Karwar etc. These conmunications according to
the | earned seni or counsel support the claimof the appellant. According
to himthese orders have not been considered by the Division Bench

We have carefully perused the order of the | earned Single Judge,
reasoni ng of the Division Bench of the H gh Court and the conmunications
relied on by the counsel for the appellant. W have also heard |earned
counsel for the respondent-State. W are satisfied that it is but proper
for the Division Bench to go into the merits of the claim mnmade by the
appel lant as well as the various conmuni cations/proceedings referred to
above. It is nade clear that we have not expressed anything on the
merits or applicability of the sane to the claimof the appellant.

We set aside the inmpugned order of the Division Bench and remt
the matter to the H gh Court for fresh disposal. W request the
Di vi sion Bench of High Court to restore the Wit Appeal No. 3466 of 2005
onits file and dispose of the same as observed above expeditiously.

The civil appeal is disposed of accordingly.

In view of the disposal of the <civil appeal, nothing
survives for adjudication in |I.A for inpleadment which is dismssed.
However, the proposed parties are free to approach the Hgh Court to
vindi cate their grievance.

.3/ -



In view of the disposal of the civil appeal, no orders are required
in contenpt petition.

NEWDELH J.
10TH OCTOBER, 2012 [ RANJAN GOGO! ]



