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 ITEM NOS.27+67                  COURT NO.3                     SECTION IX

              S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A

                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                      

                                                          CC 11622/2005

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)....../2005

(From the judgement and order dated 20/04/2005 in  FA No. 403/2005 & CA No. 

1565/2005  of The HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDABAD)

D.G.M., O.N.G.C. LTD.                                       Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

THAKOR DHULAJI VALAJI & ANR.                                Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP)

WITH S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 11662 of 2005 (With office report)

S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 11935 of 2005 (With office report)

S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 12049 of 2005 (With office report)

S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 12063 of 2005 (With office report)

S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 12249 of 2005 (With appln.(s) for c/delay in filing SLP  and office report)

AND WITH

S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 12250 of 2005 (With appln.(s) for c/delay in filing SLP  and office report)

Date: 02/01/2006  These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE K.G. BALAKRISHNAN



        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE P.P. NAOLEKAR

For Petitioner(s)                          Mr.Altaf Ahmed, Sr.Adv.

                                Ms. Rekha Pandey,Adv.

                                                      Mr.Shiv P.Pandey, Adv.

                     

For Respondent(s)
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           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

                    Counsel for the petitioner submits that the Reference application  under S
ection 35(3) of

the Land  Acquisition  Act was directly filed  by  the petitioner before the Court.   Hence no
tice.   We are

told  that the amount  as directed  in  the impugned  order has  already  been  deposited  by 
 the petitioner.

The claimants may withdraw the same, but only on furnishing security. List after service is co
mplete.

                    (G.V.Ramana)                                        (Veera Verma)

                    Court Master                                  Court Master

                                                         

                     


