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| TEM NO. 22 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON | X
(rmentd.)
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (CGivil)...... /2011

CC 14039/ 2011

(From the judgenent and order(s) in dated 18/ 08/ 2011 in ANL No.
538/ 2011 of The HI GH COURT OF BOVBAY)

SATELLI TE DEVELOPERS LTD. & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
SUMERMAL M SHRI MAL BAFNA & ORS. Respondent ('s)

(Wth appl n(s) for permssion, exenption and prayer for interimrelief
and office report ))

Date: 25/08/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ALTAVAS KABI R
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR

For Petitioner(s) Gopal Subramani am Sr. Adv.
Rahul Pratap, Adv.

Bhanu Sood, Adv.

Krishna B. Murati, Adv.

Sarvesh Si ngh Baghel , Adv. -on-record.

SSSS5

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Permission to file SLP granted.

Thi s Speci al Leave Petition is directed
agai nst t he order dat ed 18th  August, 2011,
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rejecting t he petitioners’ prayer for interim

relief in the pending appeal under O ause 15 of the
Letters Patent. The appeal appears to have been
di smi ssed on the ground that although the nenbers

of the Hiranandani G oup were necessary parties in

view of right of preenption which they have under



the Articles of Association of the conpany, the
petitioner herein did not agree to bring them on
record as defendants in the pending suit.

Today, when the natter has been taken up at

t he very initial state of issuance of notice, it
has been submitted by M. Gopal Subr amani am
| ear ned seni or advocat e appeari ng for t he

petitioners, that they will add the nenbers of the
Hi ranandani Goup, as defendants in the suit and,
accordingly, the application for interimrelief,
whi ch had been di sm ssed solely on t he ground
nmenti oned herei nabove coul d be re-heard.
Havi ng regard to the subm ssions made by M.
Subramani am we see no reason as to why the matter
cannot be di sposed of in the manner, as suggested.
Accordingly, we dispose of the Special Leave
Petition, upon recordi ng M. Subr amani ani s
submi ssions that an application will be nade in the
sui t for maki ng t he menber s of t he Hi r anandani
G oup, parties to the suit, as was indicated by the
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Di vi si on Bench of the Bombay High Court in the
i mpugned order dated 18th March, 2011. If such
an application is nade, within two weeks from date,
t he i mpugned order of the Hi gh Court shall stand
set aside and the High Court will, thereafter, on
i mpl eadnent of t he menber s of t he Hi r anandani
G oup, proceed to hear the petitioners’ application
for interimrelief afresh.

For a period of two weeks, the directions
contained in the order of 18th August, 2011, as far
as t he menber s of t he Hi r anandani G oup is
concerned, shall remain stayed.

There will be no orders as to costs.



(Sheet al Dhi ngra) (Jugi nder Kaur)
COURT MASTER Assi stant Regi strar



