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| TEM NO. 19 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON | VA
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (O No(s) . 24434/ 2
009
(Arising out of inpugned final judgnent and order dated 29/06/2009
in WP No. 398/2009 passed by the H gh Court OF Karnataka at
Bangal or e)
SHANI MAHATHVA TEMPLE TR. SEC. Petitioner(
s)
VERSUS
G R SRI NI VAS REDDY @ BABU & ORS. Respondent (
s)
Date : 08/03/2016 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE UDAY UMESH LALIT
For Petitioner(s)
M. P.Vishwanatha Shetty, Sr.Adv.
M. Mahesh Thakur, Adv.
M. G N Reddy, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
M. V. N Raghupat hy, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER
W have heard | earned counsel for the parties at some |ength.
The Hi gh Court has simply directed r enoval of una
ut hori zed
occupation of the petitioner herein froman area which appears to
be no nor e t han 0.02 acres from out of Sur vey No. 301
Qunt ur
Village, Varthur Hobli, Bangal ore East Tal uk neasuring 59 acres 13

guntas in all.
Signature Not Verified
We see no error in that direction i nasnmuch as the
Digitally signed by
ASHOK RAJ SI NGH
Dat e: 2016.03. 10

occupation of the petitioner has been found to be unauthorised in

17:37:26 | ST
Reason:

terns of the notice dated 30.07.2009 received by the petitioner



from Tehsildar, Varthur Police Station, Bangalore City.
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M. Vishwanat ha Shetty, |earned senior counsel appearing for
the petitioner all the same argues that the order passed by the
Hi gh Court shoul d not pr event t he compet ent aut hority from
consi dering any prayer for regul ari sation of t he sai d area in
favour of the petitioner in accordance with the prevailing norns.
M. V. N Raghupat hy, | ear ned counsel for t he r espondent has no
objection to that clarification being given by this Court.

In the circunstances, therefore, while we disniss this specia
| eave petition we nake it clear that the order passed by the High
Court shall not prevent the conpetent authority from considering
any prayer for regul ari sation of t he area occupi ed by t he

petitioner in accordance with the preval ent norns.

No costs.

(Ashok Raj Singh) (Saroj Saini)
Court Master Court Master



