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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (O No(s) . 6873/ 2014

(Arising out of inpugned final judgnment and order dated 06/11/2012
in WP No. 8032/2012 passed by the Hi gh Court of Judicature at
Bonbay, Bench at Aurangabad)

SAYYED RATANBHAI SAYEED (D) TH. LRS & CRS Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

SHI RDI NAGAR PANCHAYAAT & ANR Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln.(s) for c/delay in filing substitution application,
exenption fromfiling OT. and permission to file additional
docunents and substitution and office report)(For Final Disposal)
W TH

C. A No. 3154/2011

(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A Nos. 3155-3157/2011
(Wth Ofice Report)

C. A No. 3158/2011
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 6874/2014
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 26/11/2015 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GONDA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE AM TAVA ROY

Siddharth Luthra, Sr. Adv.
Anoopam Prasad, Adv.

Mohit Kumar Gupta, Adv.
Sachi n Kul kar nee, Adv.
Vasundhara V., Adv.

Manj u Jetl ey, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

Arvind S. Avhad, Adv.
V. K. Sidharthan, Adv.
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Dr. Kailash Chand, Adv.
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For Respondent (s)
SLP(C) 6873/14

Shekhar Naphade, Sr. Adv.

Sanj ay Kharde, Adv.

Suni |l Kumar Vernma, Adv.
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Arvind V. Savant, Sr. Adv.
Arun R Pedneker, Adv.
Preshit Surshe, Adv.

Suni| Kumar Ver nm, Adv.
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For State of WMah. Venkat a Kri shna Kunduru, Adv.
Ni shant R Kant eshwar kar, Adv.

Ani ruddha P. Mayee, Adv.

Anol Ni rmal kumar Sur yawanshi , Adv.
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Chandan Ramanurt hi, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

Del ay condoned in the substitution application filed in
S.L.P. (C No. 6873/2014 and the application for substitution is
al | owned.

Leave granted in S.L.P. (C) No. 6873/2014 and S.L.P. (O
No. 6874/2014.

Heard subm ssions of M. Arvind V. Savant and M. Shekhar
Naphade, | ear ned seni or counsel appeari ng on behal f
respondents. Al so heard t he reply submi ssi ons of M .
Luthra, |earned counsel for the appellants.

Learned counsel for the appellants in the Cvil Appeal

arising out of S.L.P. (C No. 6873/2014 has undertaken to produce

of t he

Si ddharth

t he Directives dat ed 14.03. 1996 i ssued by t he State Gover nnent

along with the Resol uti ons passed proposing the nodification of the

proposal of the Developnent Plan in relation to Reservation No. 13.
M. Venkata Krishna Kunduru, |earned counsel appearing

for the respondent-State submits that in conmpliance with the O der

dat ed 07. 03. 2014 of this Court, t he response has al r eady
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filed. He is further directed to find out fromthe State Governnent
and the Collector as to whether any alternative site is available
in the place of the proposed construction shown in the map annexed
to the concerned Decree. On this, he subnmits that he will take
instructions and make his witten subm ssion within a week.
The appeal s are reserved for judgnent.
Parties are given liberty to file the witten subni ssi ons

within a week.

(S. K. RAKHEJA) (MALA KUMAR SHARMA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

been



