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ITEM NO.30                    COURT NO.6                 SECTION IVA

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

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)....../2011
                                          CC 20383/2011

(From   the  judgement   and  order     dated   15/06/2011  in             CWP
No.21883/2004, of The HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

VIDYA N SAMPANGI                                           Petitioner(s)

                    VERSUS

NANDI INFRAS,CORRIDOR ENTERP.& ORS.                        Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,c/delay in refiling SLP and
office report)

Date: 03/01/2012     This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHANSU JYOTI MUKHOPADHAYA

For Petitioner(s)       Mr.   P.P.Rao, Sr. Adv.
                        Mr.   Nishant Patil, Adv.
                        Mr.   Rohit Sharma, Adv.
                        Mr.   Guntur Prabhakar,Adv.(Not present)

For Respondent(s)       Mr. Dushyant Dave, Sr. Adv.
No.1                    Mr.K.T. Anantharaman, Adv.
                        Mr. Ramesh Singh, Adv.
                        Mr. R.V.S. Naik, Adv.
                        Mr. Gururaj Deshpande, Adv.
                        Mr. Vasudevan Raghavan, Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

              Delay condoned.

              Issue notice.

              Mr.   Vasudevan   Raghavan,      learned   counsel   assisting

    Shri Dushyant Dave, senior advocate appearing for respondent
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No.1 accepts notice.

       In view of the above, notice need not be issued to

respondent No.1.

       Notice     to    the        remaining         respondents      be     issued

returnable on 17.02.2012.

       Dasti, in addition, is permitted.

       Affidavit on behalf of respondent No.1 may be filed



within four weeks.          Two weeks for further affidavit, if any,

on behalf of the petitioner.

       Till     the    next        date,       the    status    quo        regarding

possession, as it is obtaining today, shall be maintained.

This would necessarily mean that neither party shall change

the present character of the property nor alienate the same

to any other person in any manner whatsoever.

       It   shall      be    the    petitioner’s         duty   to     serve     the

remaining   respondents        before          the   next   date      of     hearing

failing which the interim order passed today shall stand

automatically vacated.

  (Parveen Kr. Chawla)                                 (Phoolan Wati Arora)
      Court Master                                         Court Master


