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Z[uI],Z lNJFGL D]SNDF G\P!((qZ_Z_ 

JFNLGL VF\Sv_5 GL DGF. C]SDGL VZHL ,UT C]SDP 

s!fPPPPPJFNLVMGL DGF. C]SDGL VZHLGL 8}\SDF\ ClSST V[JF 5|SFZGL K[ S[4 VF 

SFDGF 5|lTJFNL G\P! GL DF,LSL TYF :JT\+ BFTFGL B[TLGL HDLG VDZ[,L 

TF,]SFGF GF RSSZU- UFD[ H]GL XZTGF BFTF G\P#*# ;J"[ G\P!Z!qA 5{SL $ 

JF/L C[PVFZPRMPDLP !v_(vZ! RMPDLP GL VFJ[, K[ sCJ[ 5KL NFJFJF/L 

lD,ST TZLS[ VM/BJFDF\ VFJX[PfVFD ;AA HDLG 5|lTJFNLV[ J[RF6 SZJFGL 

CMI H[YL VDM JFNL TYF 5|lTJFNL G\P! JrR[ ;AA HDLGGM V[S JL3FGL SLDT 

~FPZ4&_4___qv ,[B[ S], SLDT ~FP!!4)_4___qv DF\ J[RF6 GSSL SZL 

5|lTJFNL G\P! GL ;dDlT D]HA SZFZ SZ[, K[P 

                    VFD ;AA J[RF6 SZFZ D]HA 5|lTJFNL G\P! GFV[ AFGFGL ZSD 

!45_4___qvZMS0F GM8ZL ;D1F :JLSFZL VG[ AFSL V[JHGL ZSD 

~FP!!4$_4___qv TFPZ&q_$qZ_Z_ ;]WLDF\ R]ST[ R]SJL VF5LG[ J[\RF6 

N:TFJ[H SZFJL ,[JF V\U[GM J[RF6 SZFZ TFPZ&q_)q!) GF ZMH SaHF JUZ GM 

GM8ZL T[DH ;F1FLVMGL ~A~ VDZ[,L D]SFD[ SZ[, K[P 

s!P!fPPPPPPVFD VDM JFNLV[ p5ZMST lJUT[ B[TLGL HDLG J[\RF6 ZFbIF AFN 

AFGFBTGL lJUT[ ZSD ~FP!!4$_4___qv TFPZ&q_$qZ_Z_ GF ZMH R]SJLG[ 

J[\RF6 N:TFJ[H SZFJL ,[JF VDM JFNL T{IFZ CMI 5Z\T] 5|lTJFNL G\P! GFV[ VDMG[ 

H6FJ[, S[ ;AA lD,STG] TDMG[ AFGFBT SZL VF%IFGF 5C[,F ALH] V[S 

AFGFBT VgI .;DG[ SZL VF5[, K[ H[YL VuFFp SZ[, AFGFBT ZN SZFJL AFSLGL 

V[JH :JLSFZL T[GF V[S DCLGFDF\ J[RF6 N:TFJ[H SZL VF5LXPVFD 5|lTJFNL 

G\P! GFV[ VDMG[ H[ AFGFBT SZL VF5[, T[GL D]NT 5]ZL YTF 5|lTJFNL G\P! GFV[ 
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TFP_&q_&qZ_ GF ZMH "AFGFBT D]NT JWFZM SZFZ" GM8ZL T[DH ;FC[NM ~A~ 

VDZ[,L D]SFD[ SZL NFJFJF/L lD,STGM SaHM VDM JFNLG[ ;M\5[, K[P 

s!PZfPPPPPVFD 5|lTJFNL G\P! GFV[ TFP_&q_&qZ_ GF ZMH "AFGFBT D]NT 

JWFZM SZFZ" GM8ZL T[DH ;FC[NM ~A~ SZL VDMG[ ;AA lD,STGM J[\RF6 

N:TFJ[H SZL VF5JFGF AN,[ VF SFDGF 5|lTJFNL G\PZ GFG[ NFJFJF/L lD,STGM 

J[RF6 N:TFJ[H SZL V[JH ~FP*4Z54___qv :JLSFZL TFP!$q_)qZ_ GF ZMH 

;A ZHL:8=FZ SR[ZL GM\W6L G\PZ&Z#qZ_Z_ YL GM\WFJL VF5[, K[PVFD 5|lTJFNL 

G\P! GFV[ VDM JFNLG[ SZL VF5[, AFGFBT VG[ D]NT JWFZFGF SZFZ D]HA 

NFJFJF/L lD,STGM SAHM VDMG[ ;M\5L VG[ T[ HDLGGM J[RF6 N:TFJ[H 

5|lTJFNL G\PZ G[ SZL VF5[, CMI4 H[ HDLGGM SaHM VDFZL 5F;[ CMI H[ NFJFJF/L 

HDLGGM J[RF6 jIJCFZ GF VFWFZ[ Z[J[gI] Z[S0"DF\ GFD NFB, SZJF GM\W G\P#$&* 

NFB, YI[,FGL HF6 YTF ;M5|YD VDM JFNLV[ TFPZ)q_)qZ_ GF ZMH 

DFD,TNFZ ;FC[AzL VDZ[,LG[ GM\W G\P#$&* ;FD[ ,\lBT JF\WFVM VF5[, K[P 

s!P#fPPPPPVFD 5|lTJFNL G\P! GFV[ VDM JFNLG[ SZL VF5[, AFGFBT VG[ T[ 

D]HAGL ZSD :JLSFIF" AFN VgI .;DG[ J[RF6 N:TFJ[H SZL VF5L VDM JFNL 

;FY[ lJxJF;3FT VG[ K[TZ5L\0L SZ[, CMI H[YL VDMV[ VDFZF JSL, zL DFZOT[ 

5|lTJFNL G\P! GFG[ GM8L; VF5[, K[ H[ GM8L; 5|lTJFNL G\P! G[ AHL HJF KTF 

SM. HJFA VF5[, GYLPVFD VDMV[ lJxJF;3FT VG[ K[TZ5L\0L V\U[GL TF,]SF 

5M,L; :8[XGDF\ ,[lBT OZLIFN VF5[, K[P 

               JW]DF\ DFD,TNFZ ;FC[AzL VDZ[,LG[ GM\W G\P#$&* ;FD[ ,\lBT 

JF\WFVM V\U[GM TSZFZL S[; G\P_ZqZ_ GFIA S,[S8Z ;FC[AzL VDZ[,L ;D1F 

RF,L HTF TFP!#q!!qZ_Z_ GF ZMH JFNLGL JF\WF VZHL GFD\H]Z SZL 

TFP!$q_)qZ_ JF/L O[ZOFZ GM\W G\P#$&* D\H]Z SZJFGM C]SD SZ[, K[P 
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s!P5fPPPPVFD JFNLV[ VDMG[ AFGFBT SZL lD,STGM SaHM ;M\5L VG[ VDM JFNL 

AFGFBTGL XTM" D]HA J[RF6 N:TFJ[H SZFJL ,[JF ;CDT CMJF KTF NFJFJF/L 

lD,ST 5|lTJFNL G\PZ GFG[ J[\RF6 N:TFJ[H SZFJ[, K[ H[YL VDM JFNLGM 

5|YDNX"GLI S[; K[PJW]DF\ Z[J[gI] Z[S0"DF\ GM\W G\P#$&* 50FJ[, CMJFGF VFWFZ[ 

5|lTJFNL G\PZ VDFZF SAHFDF\ ZC[, NFJFJF/L lD,ST GM SaHM D[/JJF THJLH 

SZL ZC[, K[PVFD ;AA GM\WGF VFWFZ[ VDFZM SaHM KM0FJJF V0R6 V8SFIT 

SZ[ TM VDM JFNLG[ GF6F\DF\ G VFSFZL XSFI T[JM G]S;FG YFI T[D CMI H[YL 

5|lTFJNL G\PZ ;AA J[RF6 N:TFJ[H GF VFWFZ[ NFJFJF/L lD,ST SM.G[ 

J[RF64ULZM S[ A1FLX SZ[ SZFJ[ GCL S[ GMSZ RFSZ DFZOT[ NFJFJF/L lD,STDF\ 

VDM JFNLGF SaHF EMUJ8FDF\ V0R6 V8SFIT SZ[ SZFJ[ GCL T[JM 5|lTJFNLVM 

lJ~wN NFJFGF VFBZL lGSF, YTF ;]WL DGF. C]SD OZDFJJF DC[PYX[P 

sZfPPPPPJFNLGL DGF. C]SDGL VZHLGM ,[BLT JF\WF HJFA 5|lTJFNLVMV[ 

VF\Sv_) YL VF5[, K[ H[DF T[VM H6FJ[ K[ S[4 JFNLGF NFJF TYF DGF, VZHL GL 

CSLST BZL GYL BZL CSLST[ JFNLV[ VDM 5|lTJFNL G\P! GFG[ CFY pKLGL ZSD 

~FP!45_4___qv VF5[,F CTF VG[ T[ V\U[GM SZFZ SZ[, CTM VG[ T[DF VDMV[ 

;CL SZ[, 5Z\T] JF\RJF VF5[, GCL SFZ6 S[ D[\ DFZL HDLGG] VUFp 5|lTJFNL G\PZ 

GFG[ AFGFBT SZL VF5[, K[PVFD VDMV[ JFNL 5F;[YL CFY pKLGF ,LW[, ~l5IF 

V\U[ AFGFBT SZ[, K[P 

sZP!fPPPPPVF SFDGF JFNLV[ VDMG[ JSL,zL DFZOT[ GM8L; VF5TF VDM CFY 

pKLGL ZSD 5ZT ~FP!45_4___qv VF5JF UI[,F 5Z\T] JFNLV[ ZSD :JLSFZ[, 

GCLPJFNLGL NFJF VZHLGF 5[ZF G\P#4$ TYF 5 GL CSLSTM BZL GYLPJFNLGL NFJF 

VZHLGF 5[ZF G\P& GL CSLSTM BZL GYLPVDM 5|lTJFNL G\P! GF V[ 5|lTJFNL G\PZ 

GFG[ TFP!!q_5q!( GF ZMH AFGFBT SZ[, CT] T[ AFGFBT VgJI[ 5|lTJFNL 
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G\PZ GFG[ TFP!$q_)qZ_ GF ZMH J[RF6 N:TFJ[H SZL VF5[, K[P JFNLGF NFJFGL 

5[ZF G\P* GL CSLSTM  ;FlAT SZJFGL ZC[ K[ VDMV[ 5|lTJFNL G\PZ G[ J[RF6 

N:TFJ[H SZL VF5[, K[ T[GF VFWFZ[ 5|lTJFNL G\PZ V[  SaHM D[/JL Z[J[gI] Z[S0"DF\ 

T[DGF GDF[ R0FJ[, K[P5|lTJFNL G\PZ B[TL SFD SZL 3pG]\ JFJ[TZ SZ[, K[PJW]DF\ 

JFNLV[ ;AA Z[J[gI] Z[S0"GL O[ZOFZ GM\W V\U[ DFD,TNFZzL VG[ GFIA S,[S8Z 

;FC[A ;D1F JF\WM VF5[, K[ 5Z\T] ;AA JF\WFVM GFD\H]Z SZL O[ZOFZ GM\W D\H]Z 

SZ[, K[P 

sZPZfPPPPPJFNLGL DGF. VZHLGF 5[ZF G\P$45 TYF & DF\ H6FJ[, TDFD CSLSTM 

BZL GYLPVFD JFNLV[ H[ :5[lXOLS 5ZOMZD[\; GM NFJM NFB, SZ[, K[ T[ ZN YJFG[ 

5F+ K[PVFD JFNLGM SM. 5|YDNX"GLI S[; GYL S[ A[,[\; VMO SgJLlGI[\; 56 

JFNLGL TZO[6DF\ GYLPJFNLG[ HM DF\uIF D]HAGM DGF. C]SD VF5JFDF\ VFJ[ TM 

VDM AMGFOF.0 5ZR[hZ K[ VG[ ZHL:80" J[RF6BT GF VFWFZ[ SaHM D[/JL B[TL 

SFD SZLV[ KLV[ H[YL GF6F\DF G VFSFZL XSF T[JM G]S;FG VDMG[ Y. XS[ T[D 

K[PVFD JFNLGL DGF. VZHL ZN YJFG[ 5F+ K[P 

s#fPPPPPN,L,ov ;AA DGF. VZHL ,UT JFNL TZO[ lJwJFG WFZFXF:+L zL 

V[RPV[RP ;[H] wJFZF VF\Sv!# YL ,[lBT N,L, ZH] SZ[, K[PVFD JFNLV[ ,[lBT 

N,L,DF\ D]bIT NFJF VZHL TYF DGF. VZHLDF\ H6FjIF D]HAGL CSLSTG[ 

J/UL ZC[, K[PJW]DF\ DGF. VZHLGF ;DY"GDF\ lGP$q! YL lGP$q& ;]WLGF 

N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJF ZH] SZ[, K[PVFD 5|lTJFNLV[ NFJFJF/L lD,STGM VDM ;FY[ 

5|YD SaHF JUZG]\ AFGFBT SZL T[GF ~V[ ~FPV[S ,FB 5RF; CHFZ 5]ZF D[/JL 

VG[ OZL AFGFBTGL D]NT 5]ZL YTF AFGFBT D]NT JWFZM SZFZ SZL VF5[, K[ T[DH 

;AA SZFZGF 5FGF G\PZ DF\ ;NZC]\ lD,ST GM 5|tI1F SaHM TDMG[ VFHZMH ;M\5L 

VF5[, K[PVFD ;AA NFJFJF/L lD,STGF VDM SaH[NFZ AG[, K[ tIFZAFN 
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5|lTJFNL G\P! GFV[ VDFZL ;FY[ lJxJF;3FT VG[ K[TZ5L\0L SZL ;AA NFJFJF/L 

lD,ST 5|lTJFNL G\PZ GFVMG[ BM8L VG[ AGFJ8L ZLT[ ZHL:80" J[RF6 BTYL 

J[RF6 VF5[, K[PVFD ;AA lD,ST CF,DF\ VDFZF SaHFDF\ K[ H[YL 5|YDNX"GLI 

S[; VDM JFNLGF 51FDF\ K[PJW]DF\ NFJM RF,JFDF\ 36M ;DI ,FU[ T[D CMI T[ 

NZdIFG VF SFDGF 5|lTJFNL HM NFJFJF/L lD,ST J[RF6 VF5[ S[ V0R6 

V8SFIT SZ[ SZFJ[ TM VDM JFNLG[ GF6F\DF\ G VFSFZL XSFI T[J]\ G]S;FG YFI T[D 

K[ tIFZ[ :JFEFlJS ZLT[ A[,[\; VMO SlgJI[; 56 VDM JFNLGL TZO[6DF\ K[ H[YL 

VDM JFNLGL DGF. C]SD GL VZHL D\H]Z YJFG[ 5F+ K[P 

                      ;AA DGF. VZHL ,UT 5|lTJFNL TZO[ lJwJFG WFZFXF:+L zL 

H[PV[,P;MHL+F wJFZF VF\Sv!$ YL ,[lBT N,L, ZH] SZ[, K[PVFD 5|lTJFNLVMV[ 

,[lBT N,L,DF\ D]bIT NFJF VZHL TYF DGF. VZHL ,UT VF5[, ;\I]ST HJFA 

D]HAGL CSLSTG[ J/UL ZC[, K[PJW]DF\ H6FJ[, K[ S[ VF SFDGF JFNL ;FY[ VDM 

5|lTJFNLV[ lD,STG] SM. AFGFBT SZ[, GYL DF+ T[VM 5F;[YL CFY pKLGF 

~FPV[S ,FB 5RF; CHFZ ,LW[, CMJF V\U[GF ,BF6DF\ ;CLVM SZ[, K[PVFD 

JFNLV[ 5|lTJFNLGL ;CLVMG] N]~5IMU SZ[, K[PVDMV[ 5|lTJFNL G\PZGF G[ 

NFJFJF/L lD,STGM AFGFBT SZL VF5[, CMI VG[ T[GF VG];\WFG[ T[VMG[ 

ZHL:80" J[RF6 N:TFJ[HYL V[JH :JLSFZLG[ J[RF6 VF5[, K[PVFD JFNL 

VNF,TDF\ RF[bBF CFY[ VFJ[, G CMI JFNLGM SM. 5|YDNX"GLI S[; G CMI VG[ 

JFNLG[ HM DGF. C]SD VF5JFDF\ VFJ[ TM VDM[G[ GF6F\DF\ G VFSFZL XSFI T[J\] 

G]S;FG Y. XS[ T[D CMI H[YL JFNLGL DGF. C]SDGL VZHL ZN SZJL HM.I[P 

s$fPPPPPCJ[ VF SFD[ DGF. C]SDGF D]NNFVMGF lG6"I SZTF 5C[,F DGF. C]SD 

,UTGF SFINFGL HMUJF.IM wIFG[ ,[JL H~ZL H6FTL CMI H[ GLR[ D]HA K[P 

Rule 1 Order XXXIX of Code of Civil Procedure 1908 
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"Cases in which temporary injunction may be granted"   

Where in any suit it is proved by affidavit or 

otherwise 

(a) that any property in dispute in a suit is in 

danger of being wasted, damaged or alienated by any 

party to the suit, or wrongfully sold in execution of 

a decree, or 

(b) that the defendant threatens, or intends, to 

remove or dispose of his property with a view to 

defrauding his creditors, 

(c) that the defendant threatens to dispossess, the 

plaintiff or otherwise cause injury to the plaintiff 

in relation to any properly in dispute in the suit,                        

the Court may be order grant a temporary injunction 

to restrain such act, or make such other order for 

the purpose of staying and preventing the wasting, 

damaging, alienation, sale, removal or dispossession 

of the property or dispossession of the plaintiff, or 

otherwise causing injury to the plaintiff in relation 

to any property in dispute in the suit] as the Court 

thinks fit, until tile disposal of the suit or until 

further orders. 

Section 94 Code of Civil Procedure:-Supplemental 

Proceedings - In Order to prevent the ends of justice 

from being, defeated the Court may, if it is so 

prescribed,-(e) make such other interlocutory Orders 

as may appear to the Court to be just and convenient. 

Section 151 of Code of Civil Procedure 1908 "Saving 

of inherent powers of Court" Nothing in this Code 

shall be deemed to limit or otherwise affect the 
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inherent power of the Court to make such orders as 

may be necessary for the ends of justice or to prevent 

abuse of the process of the Court. 

Section 16 in The Specific Relief Act, 1963 

16. Personal bars to relief.— Specific performance of 

a contract cannot be enforced in favour of a person— 

(a) who would not be entitled to recover compensation 

for its breach; or 

(b) who has become incapable of performing, or 

violates any essential term of, the contract that on 

his part remains to be performed, or acts in fraud of 

the contract, or wilfully acts at variance with, or 

in subversion of, the relation intended to be 

established by the contract; or 

(c) who fails to aver and prove that he has performed 

or has always been ready and willing to perform the 

essential terms of the contract which are to be 

performed by him, other than terms the performance of 

which has been prevented or waived by the defendant. 

Explanation.—For the purposes of clause (c),— 

(i) where a contract involves the payment of money, 

it is not essential for the plaintiff to actually 

tender to the defendant or to deposit in court any 

money except when so directed by the court; 

(ii) the plaintiff must aver performance of, or 

readiness and willingness to perform, the contract 

according to its true construction. 

 

 

 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1185098/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1282548/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1058865/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/346089/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1259850/
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Section 41 in The Specific Relief Act, 1963 

41. Injunction when refused.—An injunction cannot be 

granted — 

(a)to restrain any person from prosecuting a judicial 

proceeding pending at the institution of the suit in 

which the injunction is sought,unless such restraint 

is necessary to prevent a multiplicity of 

proceedings; 

(b) to restrain any person from instituting or 

prosecuting any proceeding in a court not subordinate 

to that from which the injunction is sought; 

(c) to restrain any person from applying to any 

legislative body; 

(d) to restrain any person from instituting or 

prosecuting any proceeding in a criminal matter; 

(e) to prevent the breach of a contract the 

performance of which would not be specifically 

enforced; 

(f) to prevent, on the ground of nuisance, an act of 

which it is not reasonably clear that it will be a 

nuisance; 

(g) to prevent a continuing breach in which the 

plaintiff has acquiesced; 

(h) when equally efficacious relief can certainly be 

obtained by any other usual mode of proceeding except 

in case of breach of trust; 

(i) when the conduct of the plaintiff or his agents 

has been such as to disentitle him to the assistance 

of the court; 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1109669/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1053593/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1960086/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1216736/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1221024/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/912427/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1424899/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1835310/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/693411/
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(j) when the plaintiff has no personal interest in 

the matter. 

Section 35 in The Indian Stamp Act, 1899 

35. Instruments not duly stamped inadmissible in 

evidence, etc.— No instrument chargeable with duty 

shall be admitted in evidence for any purpose by any 

person having by law or consent of parties authority 

to receive evidence, or shall be acted upon, 

registered or authenticated by any such person or by 

any public officer, unless such instrument is duly 

stamped: Provided that— 

(c) where a contract or agreement of any kind is 

effected by correspondence consisting of two or more 

letters and any one of the letters bears the proper 

stamp, the contract or agreement shall be deemed to 

be duly stamped; 

s5f   JFNLGL CF, DGF. C]SDGL VZHL4N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJM TYF 5|lTJFNL TZO[ ZH] 

SZJFD\F VFJ[, CF,GF TASS[GM N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJM4T[DH SFINFGL HMUJF.IM VG[ 

T[VMGF lJPJP zLGL DF{lBS ZH]VFTM wIFG[ ,[TF ;NZC\] VZHLGF VFBZL lGSF, 

;F~ DFZL ;D1F GLR[  D]HAGF D]N'FVM p5l:YT YFI K[P    

                                                 vo D]N'FVM ov 

!P X]\ JFNL 5]ZJFZ SZ[ K[ S[ T[VMGM DF\uIF D]HAGM DGF.  C]SD D[/JJF DF8[GM           

            5|YDNX"GLI S[; K[ m 

ZP X]\ JFNL 5]ZJFZ SZ[ K[ S[ DF\uIF D]HAGM DGF. C]SD D[/JJF DF8[ ;UJ0TF 

           VUJ0TFGL ;DT],F T[VMGL TZO[6DF K[ m 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1400624/
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#P X]\ JFNL  5]ZJFZ SZ[ K[ S[ HM T[VMG[ DF\uIF D]HAGM DGF. C]SD VF5JFDF            

           GF VFJ[ TM T[VMG[ GF\6FDF GF VF\SL XSFI T[J] EFZ[ G]SXFG HJF ;\EJ  

            K[ m 

$P X]\ C]SD m 

s&f p5ZMST D]N'FVMGM DFZM lG6"I GLR[ D]HA K[P 

 !P GSFZDF\ 

           ZP GSFZDF\ 

          #P GSFZDF\ 

 $P  VFBZL C]SD D]HA 

s*f     p5ZMST D]N'FGF DFZF lG6"IGF SFZ6M GLR[ D]HA K[P 

    vo SFZ6Mov 

s(f       CJ[ VF SFD[ DGF. C]SDGL CSLSTGF ;DY"GDF\ GFDNFZ J0L VNF,TGF 

R]SFNFVMGL RRF" SZJL H~ZL H6FTL CMI H[ GLR[ D]HA K[P 

   Dalpat Kumar vs Prahlad Singh and Ors , AIR 1993 

SC 276. In this case Hon'ble supreme court of India 

has held that; 

4. Order 39, Rule 1(c) provides that temporary 

injunction may be granted where, in any suit, it is 

proved by the affidavit or otherwise, that the 

defendant threatens to dispossess the plaintiff or 

otherwise cause injury to the plaintiff in relation 

to any property in dispute in the suit, the court may 
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by order grant a temporary injunction to restrain 

such act or make such other order for the purpose of 

staying and preventing... or dispossession of the 

plaintiff or otherwise causing injury to the 

plaintiff in relation to any property in dispute in 

the suit as the court thinks fit until the disposal 

of the suit or until further orders. Pursuant to the 

recommendation of the Law Commission clause(c) was 

brought on statute by Section 88(i)(c) of the Amending 

Act 104 of 1966 with effect from February 1, 1977. 

Earlier thereto there was no express power except the 

inherent power under Section 151, C.P.C. to grant ad 

interim injunction against dispossession. Rule 1 

primarily concerns with the preservation of the 

property in dispute till legal rights are 

adjudicated. Injunction is a judicial process by 

which a party is required to do or to refrain from 

doing any particular act. It is in the nature of 

preventive relief to a litigant to prevent future 

possible injury. In other words, the court in exercise 

of the power of granting ad interim injunction is to 

preserve the subject matter of the suit in the status 

quo for the time being. It is settled law that the 

grant of injunction is a discretionary relief.The 

exercise thereof is subject to the court satisfying 

that (1) there is a serious disputed question to be 

tried in the suit and that an act, on the facts before 

the court, there is probability of his being entitled 

to the relief asked for by the plaintiff/defendant; 

(2) the court's interference is necessary to protect 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1596533/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1596533/
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the party from the species of injury. In other words, 

irreparable injury or damage would ensue before the 

legal right would be established at trial; and (3) 

that the comparative hardship or mischief or 

inconvenience which is likely to occur from 

withholding the injunction will be greater than that 

would be likely to arise from granting it. 

5. Therefore, the burden is on the plaintiff by 

evidence aliunde by affidavit or otherwise that there 

is "a prima facie case" in his favour which needs 

adjudication at the trial. The existence of the prima 

facie right and infraction of the enjoyment of his 

property or the right is a condition for the grant of 

temporary injunction. Prima facie case is not to be 

confused with prima facie title which has to be 

established, on evidence at the trial. Only prima 

facie case is a substantial question raised, bona 

fide, which needs investigation and a decision on 

merits. Satisfaction that there is a prima facie case 

by itself is not sufficient to grant injunction. The 

Court further has to satisfy that non-interference by 

the Court would result in "irreparable injury" to the 

party seeking relief and that there is no other remedy 

available to the party except one to grant injunction 

and he needs protection from the consequences of 

apprehended injury or dispossession. Irreparable 

injury, however, does not mean that there must be no 

physical possibility of repairing the injury, but 

means only that the injury must be a material one, 
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namely one that cannot be adequately compensated by 

way of damages. The third condition also is that "the 

balance of convenience" must be in favour of granting 

injunction. The Court while granting or refusing to 

grant injunction should exercise sound judicial 

discretion to find the amount of substantial mischief 

or injury which is likely to be caused to the parties, 

if the injunction is refused and compare it with that 

it is likely to be caused to the other side if the 

injunction is granted. If on weighing competing 

possibilities or probabilities of likelihood of 

injury and if the Court considers that pending the 

suit, the subject-matter should be maintained in 

status quo, an injunction would be issued. Thus the 

Court has to exercise its sound judicial discretion 

in granting or refusing the relief of ad interim 

injunction pending the suit.  

s)f  D]NNF G\P!P X]\ JFNL 5]ZJFZ SZ[ K[ S[ T[VMGM DF\uIF D]HAGM DGF. C]SD 

D[/JJF DF8[GM 5|YDNX"GLI S[; K[ m CJ[ ;AA D]NNF ,UT ZH] 5]ZJFGL RRF" 

SZTF 5C[,F 5|YDNX"GLI S[; SMG[ SC[JFI T[ ;DHJ] H~ZL K[ T[ SFINFDF\ 

jIFbIF,aW G CMI GFDNFZ J0L VNF,TGF R]SFNFVMDF\ 5|YDNX"GLI S[; SMG[ 

SC[JFI T[ V\U[ RRF" SZ[, K[ H[ GLR[ D]HA K[P 

  Gujarat Electricity Board, vs Maheshkumar & Co., 

Ahmedabad ; AIR 1982 Guj 289, (1982) 2 GLR 479. In 

this case Hon'ble High court of Gujarat has held that; 

9. It is well-settled that the Court's power to issue 

interim injunctions are based on three relevant 
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considerations, namely, (1) existence or non-

existence of a prima facie case; (2) balance of 

inconvenience; and (3) possibility of compensating 

the party aggrieved by money value. Unless all the 

three grounds are there in favour of a party seeking 

interim injunction, the prayer cannot be granted. 

Though the learned appellate Judge appears to be 

conscious of the first and the third grounds, he is 

not fully alive to the second of the three 

requirements. As far as the question of prima facie 

case is concerned, the view taken by the learned 

appellate Judge can be said to be a sustainable one, 

even though I may be inclined to take it as a grossly 

erroneous view on facts. I am not understood to have 

expressed any opinion, one way or the other but I 

have examined this question only presumptively. What 

I have emphasised is that even if I hold this view on 

facts as grossly erroneous, I would not have been 

competent to disturb that finding. Mr. B. R. Shah 

appearing for the Board, however, very vehemently 

submitted that by any yardstick of common sense the 

view put forward by the plaintiff should not be 

sustained, but being all the while conscious of my 

lack of powers to interfere with a conclusion on a 

question of fact, I have remained unpersuaded by Mr. 

Shah's contentions. I do not think that I have any 

competence to interfere with that finding. 

s)P!f    CJ[ VF SFD[ p5ZMST R]SFNFVMDF\ 5|:YFl5T l;wNF\TMGL ;FY[ S[;GL 

CSLSTMGL RRF" SZJFDF\ VFJ[ TM JFNLV[ T[VMGM S[;G[ 5|YDNX"GLI 5]ZJFZ SZJF 
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DF8[ lGP _$q_! YL TFPZ&q_)q!) GF ZMHG] NFJFJF/L lD,STG]\ SaHF JUZG]\ 

AFGFBT ZH] SZ[, K[ T[ D]HA 5|lTJFNL G\P! GFV[ JFNLG[ NFJFJF/L lD,ST V[S 

JL3FGL SLDT ~FPZ4&_4___qv ,[B[ S], SLDT ~FP!!4)_4___qv DF\ J[RF6 

GSSL SZL ~FP!45_4___qvAFGF 5[8[ :JLSFZL VG[ TFPZ&q_$qZ_ ;]WLDF\ 

AFSL ZC[, ZSD R]SJL VF5L J[RF6 N:TFJ[HL SZJF V\U[ GM8ZL ;D1F ;F1FLVMGL 

CFHZLDF\ AFGFBT SZ[, K[P lGP _$q_Z YL TFP_*q_&qZ_ GF ZMHG] NFJFJF/L 

lD,STG]\ SaHF ;FY[G] AFGFBT D]NT JWFZM SZFZ GM8ZF.H ;F1FLVMGL CFHZLDF\ 

YI[, ZH] SZ[, K[ T[ J\RF6[ ,[TF 5|lTJFNL G\P! V[ NFJFJF/L lD,STG] VF 

AFGFBT 5C[,F VgI .;DG[ AFGFBT SZ[, CMI H[ ZN SZFjIF AFN V[S DCLGFDF\ 

JFNLV[ 5|lTJFNL G\P! G[ AFGFBTGL AFSL ZC[TL ZSD R]SJL VF5JFGL ZC[X[ VG[ 

tIFZAFN NFJFJF/L lD,STG] J[RF6 N:TFJ[H SZJFG]\ ZC[X[PlGP$q# YL 

NFJFJF/L lD,STGM TFP!$q_)qZ_ GF ZMHG]\ J[RF6 N:TFJ[H ZH] SZ[, K[ T[ 

D]HA J[RF6 VF5GFZ VF SFDGF 5|lTJFNL G\P! K[ HIFZ[ J[RF6 ZFBGFZ VF 

SFDGF 5|lTJFNL G\PZ K[P lGP$q$ YL NFJFJF/L lD,STGM 5|lTJFNL G\P! GFV[ 

5|lTJFNL G\PZ GFG[ J[RF6 VF5TF JFNLV[ 5|lTJFNL G\P! G[ JSL, DFZOT[ ,LU, 

GM8L; VF5[, K[P lGP$q5 YL NFJFJF/L lD,STGM 5|lTJFNL G\P! GFV[ 5|lTJFNL 

G\PZ GFG[ J[RF6 VF5TF JFNLV[ T[VM lJ~wN SFIN[;Z OMHNFZL SFI"JFCL SZJF ;F~ 

TF,]SF 5M,L; :8[XG[ VF5[, OZLIFNGL GS, K[PlGP$q& YL NFJFJF/L lD,STGM 

5|lTJFNL G\P! GFV[ 5|lTJFNL G\PZ GFG[ J[RF6 VF5TF T[ V\U[ YI[, O[ZOFZ GM\W 

G\P#$*& V\U[ VF5[, JF\WF VZHL K[P 

s)PZf    VFD JFNL TZO[ p5ZMST N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJM J\RF6[ ,[TF VF SFDGF JFNL 

TYF 5|lTJFNL G\P! JrR[ NFJFJF/L lD,STGM SLDT ~FP!!45_4___qv DF\  
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J[RF6 SZJF V\U[ AFGFBT SZFZ VG[ AFGFBT D]NT JWFZMGM GM8ZF.H0 SZFZ 

V[8,[ S[ VGZHL:0" J[RF6 SZFZ SZ[, CMJFG]\ 5|YDNX"GLI H6F. VFJ[ K[P 

             CJ[ ;AA CSLSTGF ;DY"GDF\ GFDNFZ J0L VNF,TGF R]SFNFVMDF\ 

5|:YFl5T l;wNF\TM wIFG[ ,[JF H~ZL K[ H[ GLR[ D]HA K[P 

  Ameer Minhaj vs Dierdre Elizabeth (Wright) Issar ,(2018) 7 SCC 639. In this 

case Honb'ble Supreme Court of India has recently held that; 

10. On a plain reading of this provision, it is amply clear that 

the document containing contract to transfer the right, title or interest inan 

immovable property for consideration is required 

to be registered, if the party wants to rely on the same for the 

purposes   of   Section   53 A   of   the   1882   Act   to   protect   its 

possession   over   the   stated   property.  If   it   is  not   a   registered 

document, the only consequence provided in this provision is 

to   declare   that   such   document   shall   have   no   effect   for   the 

purposes of the said Section 53 A of the 1882 Act. The issue, in 

our opinion, is no more res integra.  In S. Kaladevi Vs. V.R. 

Somasundaram and Ors., this Court has restated the legal 

position   that   when   an unregistered sale deed is tendered in 

evidence, not as evidence of a completed sale, but as proof of 

an oral agreement of sale, the deed can be received as evidence 

making an endorsement that it is received only as evidence of 

an oral agreement of sale under the proviso to Section 49 of the 1908 Act. 

                       Subhash Verma vs Narendra Kumar And Others 

,First Appeal From Order No. 1312 of 2012. In this 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1243568/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1243568/
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case Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad 

has held that; 

8.In reply to the aforesaid arguments, the counsel 

for the respondent submits that under the law, an 

agreement to sell can only be executed through a 

registered document. Since the alleged agreements 

dated 12.6.2009 and 15.11.2009 are unregistered 

documents, these documents are not admissible in 

evidence. Apart from these documents there is no 

evidence regarding possession of the plaintiff. The 

land in dispute was in joint possession of several co 

sharers, therefore, without partition, it was not 

possible to hand over possession over any specific 

portion to the plaintiff. The subsequent document 

dated 15.11.2009 are forged documents and has been 

denied by the defendants. Therefore, the plaintiff 

has neither a prima facie case nor balance of 

convenience is in his favour. The trial court has 

rightly rejected his application for interim 

injunction. Counsel for the respondents relied upon 

judgment of Division Bench of this Court in Vijay 

Kumar Sharma Vs. Devesh Behari Saxena, 2008 (1) AWC 

664. 

9.In view of the aforesaid arguments, the points arise 

for consideration are (i) whether any unregistered 

agreement can be made basis for a claim under Section 

53-A of the Transfer of Property Act? (ii) In order 

to decide prima facie case, what exercise is required 

to be done by the court? 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/221518/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/221518/
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10.In U.P., U.P. Civil Laws (Reforms and Amendment) 

Act, 1976, (U.P. Act No. 57 of 1976) has been 

enforced, w.e.f. 1.1.1977. By virtue of Section 30 of 

this Act, Section 54 of Transfer of Property Act has 

been amended as follows: 

30. Amendment of Section 54 of Act 4 of 1882 - 

In Section 54 of the Transfer of Property Act, 1882, 

hereinafter in this Chapter referred to as the 

principal Act, - 

(a) In the second paragraph, the words "of the value 

of one hundred rupees and upwards" shall be omitted; 

(b) the third and fourth paragraphs shall be omitted; 

(c) after the last paragraph, the following paragraph 

shall be inserted, namely: -"Such contract can be 

made only by a registered instrument."  

11.Similarly, by Section 32 of this Act, Section 17 of 

the Registration Act has been amended and Clause (f) 

has been inserted in it. 

32. Amendment of Section 17 of Act 16 of 1908 - 

In Section 17 of the Registration Act, 1908, 

hereinafter in this Chapter referred to as the 

principal Act - 

(a) In Sub Section (1) - 

(i) In clause (b) the words "of the value of one 

hundred rupees and upwards", shall be omitted; 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1210757/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1210757/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1490821/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/446615/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/613871/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/613871/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/613871/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/324708/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/561156/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/181916/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/561156/
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(ii) In clause (e) the words "of the value of one 

hundred rupees and upwards", shall be omitted; 

(iii)after clause (e), the following clause shall be 

inserted, namely: 

(f) any other instrument required by any law for the 

time being in force, to be registered." 

12.By virtue of the aforesaid amendments w.e.f. 

1.1.1977, an agreement to sell of the immovable 

property is a compulsorily registrable document in 

U.P. and no un-registered agreement to sell can be 

executed nor it can be taken in evidence in view 

of Section 49 of the Registration Act. 

13.Similarly, Parliament passed the Registration 

and Other Related Laws Amendment Act, 2001 (Act No. 

48 of 2001), which has come into force on 24.9.2001. 

By Section 3 of this Act, Section 17 of the 

Registration Act has been amended as follows:- 

3. Amendment of Section 17-In Section 17 of 

the Registration Act- 

(a) after sub-section (1), the following sub-section 

shall be inserted, namely: - 

"(1-A) The documents containing contracts to transfer 

for consideration, any immovable property for the 

purpose of Section 53-A of the Transfer of Property 

Act, 1882 (4 of 1882) shall be registered if they 

have been executed on or after the commencement of 

the Registration and Other Related Laws (Amendment) 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1768154/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/6594/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1345438/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/561156/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1489134/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/221518/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/6594/
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Act, 2001 and if such documents are not registered on 

or after such commencement, then, they shall have no 

effect for the purpose of the said Section 53-A", 

(b) In sub-section (2), in clause (v), for the opening 

words "any document", the words, brackets, figure and 

letter "any document other than the documents 

specified in sub-section (1-A)" shall be substituted. 

14.By Section 6 of this Act, Section 49 of the 

Registration Act has been amended as follows: - 

6. Amendment of Section 49 - In Section 49 of the 

Registration Act, in the proviso, the words, figures 

and letter "or as evidence of part performance of a 

contract for the purposes of Section 53-A of the 

Transfer of Property Act, 1882 (4 of 1882)," shall be 

omitted. 

15.By Section 10 of this amending Act, Section 53-

A of Transfer of Property Act has been amended as 

follows: - 

10. Amendment of Section 53-A of Act 4 of 1882 - 

In Section 53-A of the Transfer of Property Act, 1882, 

the words "the contract, though required to be 

registered, has not been registered, or," shall be 

omitted. 

16.Thus, w.e.f. 24.9.2001, even for the purposes of 

claiming right under Section 53-A of the Transfer of 

Property Act, an agreement to sell is required to be 

a registered. Documents being un-registered are not 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/6594/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/221518/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1230613/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1768154/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1768154/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1768154/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/221518/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1306713/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/221518/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/221518/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/221518/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/221518/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/221518/
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admissible in evidence in view of Section 49 of the 

Registration Act. As in this case documents were 

allegedly executed on 12.06.2009 and 15.11.2009, 

therefore, the case laws relied upon by the counsel 

for the appellant are not applicable in this case. 

17.Order 39 Rule 1 (c) provides that temporary 

injunction may be granted where, in any suit, it is 

proved by the affidavit or otherwise, that the 

defendant threatens to dispossess the plaintiff or 

otherwise cause injury to the plaintiff in the suit 

to any property in dispute. The court may by an order 

grant a temporary injunction to restrain such act or 

make such other order for the purpose of staying and 

preventing injury or dispossession of the plaintiff 

or otherwise causing injury to the plaintiff in 

relation to any property in dispute as the court 

thinks fit until the disposal of the suit or until 

further orders. Pursuant to the recommendation of the 

Law Commission clause (c) was brought on statute 

by Section 88 (i) (c) of the Amending Act 104 of 1976 

with effect from 1.2.77. Earlier there was no express 

power except the inherent power under Section 151 

C.P.C. to grant ad-interim injunction against 

dispossession. Rule 1 primarily concerns with the 

preservation of the property in dispute till legal 

rights are adjudicated. Injunction is a judicial 

process by which a party is required to do or refrain 

from doing any particular act. It is in the nature of 

preventive relief to a litigant to prevent future 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1768154/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/102572344/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1596533/
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possible injury. In other words, the court, on 

exercise of the power of granting ad interim 

injunction, is to preserve the subject matter of the 

suit in the status quo for the time being. It is 

settled law that the grant of injunction is a 

discretionary relief. 

18.Order 39 Rule 3 C.P.C. requires to issue notice to 

the defendant and hear him before passing any order 

of interim injunction except in cases of urgency where 

reasons are required to be recorded for passing 

exparte injunction. Purpose of issuing notice to the 

other party is to examine relative strength of the 

cases of the both the parties. The word 'prima facie' 

means 'at first sight'. The existence of the right of 

the plaintiff is be adjudicated on the first sight on 

comparative consideration of pleadings and evidence 

of the parties. The Court has to form his opinion as 

to who has a better case. If the defendant has better 

case and evidence in his favour then the Court cannot 

ignore it only on the basis of good drafting of the 

plaint. It is in this view it has been held that 

'prima facie case' and not 'prima facie title' has to 

be examined at the time of granting interim 

injunction. 

     Sri Ashok Goenka & Anr vs Sri Sukhnandan Rai & 

Ors on 15 September, 2009. In this case Hon'ble Patana 

High Court has held that; 
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  " I have considered the rival submissions of the 

parties and the materials on the record. It is evident 

from the impugned orders that the court below has not 

at all taken into account the effect of Section 17(1-

A) of the Registration Act, 1908 as inserted by the 

amending Act 48 of 2001. The said provision is quoted 

below : 

"S.17(1A) The documents containing contracts to 

transfer for consideration, any immovable property 

for the purpose of section 53A of the Transfer of 

Property Act, 1882 (4 of 1882) shall be registered if 

they have been executed on or after the commencement 

of the Registration and Other Related 

laws (Amendment) Act, 2001 and if such documents are 

not registered on or after such commencement, then, 

they shall have no effect for the purposes of the 

said section 53A." 

It is evident from the said provision that any 

document containing contracts to transfer for 

consideration, any immoveable property for deriving 

the benefit under Section 53A of the Transfer of 

Property Act must be registered if it has been 

executed after the commencement of the Amending Act of 

2001 and in case such document is not registered on 

or after such commencement it will have no effect for 

the purpose of invoking the doctrine of part 

performance under Section 53A. The doctrine of part 

performance protecs the right of a transferee of an 

agreement for sale if he has been put in possession 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/561156/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1489134/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/221518/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1210757/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1489134/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/221518/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1596533/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1489134/
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or continues in possession in part performance of the 

contract or has done some act in furtherance of the 

contract. Prior to the amending Act of 2001 a party 

could claim the benefit of such possession on the 

basis of the doctrine of part performance even if the 

agreement for sale was not registered but the same 

has now been specifically debarred by the amending 

Act. That being the position, it is not open to the 

courts of law to permit any such plea of possession 

or right to continue in possession on the basis of 

any unregistered document. In the present matter 

despite the legal provision being to the contrary, by 

the impugned orders of injunction the court below has 

put a stamp of legality over the alleged possession 

claimed by the plaintiffs on the basis of an 

unregistered agreement for sale dated 27.3.2002. The 

same is clearly not permissible under the law. 

Even otherwise this Court does not find that apart 

from the said Clause 5 of the unregistered agreements 

for sale there was any material before the court on 

the basis of which it could have come to the 

conclusion regarding the plaintiffs being in 

possession over the suit land. Thus the finding of 

prima facie case in favour of the plaintiffs- 

respondents is perverse being based on practically no 

material on the record apart from the reliance upon 

the unregistered documents which is impermissible 

after the Amendment Act 48 of 2001. 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1210757/
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        Even otherwise as has been laid down by this 

Court in the case of Fool Kumari Devi(supra) no title 

could have been claimed by the plaintiffs on the basis 

of the mere agreements for sale which only entitle 

them to approach the court for further relief of 

specific performance of contract but such agreements 

for sale did not create any interest in the property 

in their favour which they can use to injunct the 

owner of the land so far as the right and title over 

the suit land is concerned. 

s)PZP!f  VFD GFDNFZ J0L VNF,TGF VDLZ lDgCFH lJP 0F.Z0=[ V[,LHFA[Y 

.;FZ4 ;]EFQF JDF" VG[ ALHFVM lJP GZ[gN=S]DFZ VG[ ALHFVM TYF VXMS 

UM.GSF lJP zL ;]BFG\N ZFI VG[ ALHFVM GF R]SFNFVMDF\ 5|:YFl5T l;wNF\TM 

wIFG[ ,[TF ZHL:8=[XG V[S84!)_( s;]WFZF VlWlGIDvZ__!f VD,DF\ VFjIF 

AFN HIFZ[ GM\W6L JUZG\] SaHF ;FY[ AFGFBT YI[, CMI TM lD,ST C:TFT\Z6 

VlWlGID4!((Z S,Dv5# V[ VgJI[ SZFZ GF V\XT 5F,GGL DF\U6L SZL XS[ 

K[ S[D m VG[ T[ 5|F;DFO[;L S[; SC[JFI K[ S[ S[D m VFD lD,ST C:TFT\Z6 

VlWlGID4!((Z S,Dv5  D]HA SM. HLJLT jIlST G]\ V[J] S|tI S[4JT"DFG S[ 

ElJQIDF\4V[SYL JWFZ[ HLJLT jIlSTVMG[ lD,STG] JCG SZ[ T[ lD,ST C:TF\TZ 

SC[JFI K[ VG[ S,Dv5$ D]HA DFl,SLG] C:TF\TZ6 CMI 5Z\T] ~P!__YL JW]GL 

SLDTGL :YFJZ lD,ST AFAT[ OST GM\WFI[, N:TFJ[H YL H C:TF\TZ6 SZL 

XSFIPJW]DF\ ZHL:8=[XG V[S8 S,Dv!)_( S,Dv!* VgJI[  ~FP!__ YL JW]GL 

SLDTGL :YFJZ lD,ST p5Z SM. CS4lCT4.,FBM VYJF GFDDF\ O[ZOFZ SZJFGM 

CMI TM GM\W6L SZFJJL OZHLIFT K[ VG[ S,Dv$) D]HA HM p5ZMST D]HAGM 

SM. N:TFJ[H CMI VG[ T[G[ GM\W6L sZHL:80" f SZJFDF\ G VFjIM CMI TM T[ 
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VGZHL:80" N:TFJ[HDF\ H6FJ[, SM.56 lD,STG[ V;Z SZX[ GCL VYJF T[ 

V\U[GM SM. jIJCFZ VYJF T[JL ;tTF ;M\5JFGF 5]ZFJF TZLS[ :JLSFZJFDF\ VFJX[ 

GCL 5Z\T] ZHL:8Z GCL YI[,M N:TFJ[H lJX[X NFN VlWlGID VgJI[ IYF lGlN"Q8 

5F,G DF8[GF NFJFDF\ GM\W6L JUZGM SZFZ 5]ZFJF TZLS[ VYJF VFG]QF\lUS 

jIJCFZGF 5]ZFJF TZLS[ J\RF6[ ,[JFX[PJW]DF\ GM\W6L JUZGF SZFZ V\U[ V\XT 

5F,GM l;wNF\T ,FU] 5F0L XSFI GCL T[YL T[ 5|YDNX"GLI S[; 56 G SC[JFI K[P  

 s)PZPZf    VFD :YFJZ lD,STG] V[U|LD\[8 8] ;[, sAFGFBTf4ZHL:8=[XG V[S8GL 

S,Dv!* s!vSf D]HA ZHL:80" CMI VG[ V[JH R]SJ[, CMI VG[ T[GF VFWFZ[ 

C:TFT\ZLV[ lD,STG] SAHM D[/J[, CMI TM V\XTo 5F,GGM l;wNF\T ,FU] 50[ K[ 

5Z\T] ;AA DGF. C]SD VZHLGL CSLST D]HA JFNL TYF 5|lTJFNL G\P! JrR[ 

NFJFJF/L lD,STG]\ SaHF ;FY[ J[RF6 V\U[ GM\W6L JUZG] AGFBT SZFZ SZ[, K[ 

T[ VFG];\lUS jIJCFZ TZLS[ 5]ZFJFDF\ J\RF6[ ,. XSFI K[ 5Z\T] JFNLGM NFJFJF/L 

lD,ST p5Z SaHM CMJFGM DF+ %,L0L\UDF\ p<,[B SZ[, K[ VG[ NFJFJF/L 

lD,STDF\ VDM JFNLGF SaHFDF\ 5|lTJFNLVM V0R6 V\TZFI SZ[ SZFJ[ GCL T[JM 

DGF. C]SD DF\U[, K[ 5Z\T] SaHF V\U[GM DF+ AFGFBT l;JFI SM. VFWFZE]T 

5]ZFJM ZH] SZL XS[, GYLP 

                 VFD  ZHL:8=[XG V[S8 s;]WFZF VlWlGIDvZ__!f GL S,Dv!* TYF 

S,Dv$) VgJI[ GM\W6L JUZGF AFGBT ,UT JFNLGF 51FDF\ V\XTo 5F,GGM 

l;wNF\T ,FU] 5F0L XSFI GCLPJW]DF\ EFZTLI :8[d5 V[S84!()) S,Dv#5 

s;Lf D]HA JFNL TYF 5|lTJFNL JrR[ YI[, AgG[ AFGFBT GM\W6L JUZGF K[ T[ 

0I],L :8[d50 YI[, GYL H[YL JFNLGM 5|YDNX"GLI S[; CMJFG] VNF,T DFGL XS[ 

GCLPVFD ;AA CSLST GF ;DY"GDF\ GFDNFZ J0L VNF,T4DwI5|N[X  
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Omprakash vs Ganesh Shankar Mehta on 1 August, 2019 

WP No.5914/2012.GF R]SFNFDF\ 5|:YFl5T SZ[, K[ S[ 4 

"7. It is now well settled that there is no 

prohibition under Section 49 of the Registration Act, 

to receive an unregistered document in evidence for 

collateral purpose. But the document so tendered 

should be duly stamped or should 19 comply with the 

requirements of Section 35 of the Stamp Act, if not 

stamped, as a document cannot be received in evidence 

even for collateral purpose unless it is duly stamped 

or duty and penalty are paid under Section 35 of the 

Stamp Act." 

(See also Firm Chuni Lal Tukki Mal v. Firm Mukat Lal 

Ram Chanda and others, [ AIR 1965 All. 164 ] 

and Chandra Sekhar Misra v. Gobinda Chandra Das, [ 

AIR 1966 Ori. 18 ] ). 

          The High Courts of Calcutta, Bombay, 

Allahabad, Madras, Patna, Lahore, Assam, Nagpur, 

Pepsu, Rajasthan, Orissa, Rangoon and Jammu & 

Kashmir; the former Chief Court of Oudh; the Judicial 

Commissioner's Court of Peshawar, Ajmer and Himachal 

Pradesh and the Supreme Court have held that a 

document which requires registration under Section 

17 and which is not admissible for want of 

registration to prove a gift or mortgage or sale or 

lease is nevertheless admissible to prove the 

character of the possession of the person who holds 

under it.' " 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1768154/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/176042882/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/176042882/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/973039/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/973039/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1167833/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/19895695/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/19895695/
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34*. From the principles laid down in the        

various decisions of this Court and the High Courts, 

as referred to hereinabove, it is evident that: 

1. A document required to be registered, if      

unregistered is not admissible into evidence  

under Section 49 of the Registration Act. 

2. Such unregistered document can however be used as 

an evidence of collateral purpose as provided in the 

proviso to Section 49 of the Registration Act. 

3. A collateral transaction must be independent of, 

or divisible from, the transaction to effect which 

the law required registration. 

4. A collateral transaction must be a         

transaction not itself required to be effected by a 

registered document, that is, a transaction creating, 

etc. any right, title or interest in immovable 

property of the value of one hundred rupees and 

upwards. 

5. If a document is inadmissible in evidence for want 

of registration, none of its terms can be admitted in 

evidence and that to use a document for the purpose 

of proving an important clause would not be using it 

as a collateral purpose. 

s)P#f  VFD U]HZFT .,[S8=L;L8L AM0"4 VNF6L V[1F5M8" ,LDL8[0 GF R]SFNFDF\ 

5|:YFl5T l;wNFTM\ wIFG[ ,[TF JFNLGL DGF. C]SD VZHL TYF ZH] N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJM 

J\RF6[ ,[TF T[VMGM SM.H 5|YDNX"GLI S[; H6F. VFJTM GYL V[8,[ S[ JFNLGL 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1768154/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1768154/
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SFDR,Fp DGF. VZHL TYF ZH] N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJFYL AgG[ 51FM JrR[ “AMGFOF.0 

S8[\:8” H6F. VFJT] GYL SFZ6 S[ NFJFJF/L lD,ST V\U[ T[VMG] VGZHL:80" 

AFGFBT SZFZ GF VFWFZ[ SaHM CMJFG] DF+ %,L\0L\U SZ[, K[ T[GM SM. 5]ZFJM ZH] 

SZ[, GYL S[ ;AA lD,STDF\ T[VM B[TL SZTF CMJFG] S[ VgI SM. 56 SaHF 

V\U[GM VFG];\lUS 5]ZFJM ZH] SZ[, GYLPVFD AgG[ 51FM JrR[ T[VMGF CSSMGF 

lGWF"Z6 DF8[ “ O[IZ VG[ ;A:8[\lxI, SJ[xRG ” CMI T[J]\ 56 H6F. VFJT] 

GYLPVFD JFNLG] 5|YDNX"GLI S[; H6FT] GYL H[YL D]NNF G\P! GM HJFA C]\ 

GSFZDF\ VF5]\ K]\P 

s!_f  D]NNF G\P ZP   X]\ JFNL 5]ZJFZ SZ[ K[ S[ DF\uIF D]HAGM DGF. C]SD D[/JJF 

DF8[ ;UJ0TF VUJ0TFGL ;DT],F T[VMGL TZO[6DF K[ m CJ[ A[,[\; VMO 

.GSlgJlGI[\; SMG[ SC[JFI T[ ;DHJF DF8[ GFDNFZ J0L VNF,TGF R]SFNFVMGL 

RRF" SZJL H~ZL H6F. VFJ[ K[P  

   Mr M. Ashraf Bhat vs Mr Z. A. Qureshi on 19 April, 

2019.In this case Hon'ble High court of Jammu & 

Kashmir has held that; 

    A temporary or interim injunction, on the other 

hand, may be granted on an interlocutory application 

at any stage of a suit. Injunction is called 

temporary, for it endures only until the suit is 

disposed of or until further orders of the court. 

Injunction, being in the nature of preventive relief, 

is generally granted taking note of equity. However, 

the Court has no jurisdiction to grant by way of 

interim relief what could never be granted in main 

suit itself. Both the parties, plaintiff as well as 
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defendant, can approach the Court beseeching 

vouchsafe of temporary injunctions and an order 

granting temporary injunction, i.e. a stay order 

preserves the rights of the parties for the period it 

remains in operation, but it does not confer any right 

which it does not recognise. In interlocutory 

proceedings, the Court can express only its tentative 

view, which does not cause any prejudice to concerned 

party. [Vide: Prem Chand v. Manak Chand AIR 1997 Raj 

198;] 

       Ambalal Sarabhai Enterprise ... vs Ks Infraspace 

Llp Limited on 6 January, 2020; CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 

9346 OF 2019. In this case Hon'ble supreme court of 

India has held that; 

23. Wander Ltd. (supra) prescribes a rule of prudence 

only. Much will depend on the facts of a case. It 

fell for consideration again in Gujarat Bottling Co. 

Ltd. vs. Coca Cola Co., (1995) 5 SCC 545, observing 

as follows :  

“47….Under Order 39 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 

jurisdiction of the Court to interfere with an order 

of interlocutory or temporary injunction is purely 

equitable and, therefore, the Court, on being 

approached, will, apart from other considerations, 

also look to the conduct of the party invoking the 

jurisdiction of the Court, and may refuse to interfere 

unless his conduct was free from blame. Since the 

relief is wholly equitable in nature, the party 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/193792/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/104935066/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/104935066/
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invoking the jurisdiction of the Court has to show 

that he himself was not at fault and that he himself 

was not responsible for  bringing about the state of 

things complained of and that he was not unfair or 

inequitable in his dealings with the party against 

whom he was seeking relief. His conduct should be 

fair and honest….” 

24. The aforesaid discussion leaves us satisfied to 

conclude that in the facts and circumstances of the 

present case, the grant of injunction to the plaintiff 

is unsustainable. Resultantly the orders of 

injunction are set aside. Nothing in the present order 

shall be deemed or construed as any expression of 

opinion or observation by us at the final hearing of 

the suit which naturally will have to be decided on 

its own merits. The High Court has already given 

directions to expedite the hearing of the suit and we 

reiterate the same. 

s!_P!f  CJ[ VF SFD[ p5ZMST R]SFNFVMDF\ 5|:YFl5T l;wNF\TMGL ;FY[ S[;GL 

CSLSTMGL RRF" SZJFDF\ VFJ[ TM VUFp D]NNF G\P! DF\ RRF" SIF" D]HA JFNL VF 

SM8"DF\ RMbBF CFY[YL VFJ[, G CMI VG[ T[JM G] 5|YDNX"GL S[; H6F. VFJT] 

GYLPCJ[ VF SFD[ JFNL ;AA DGF. C]SDGL VZHL ,FJL NFJFJF/L lD,ST 

5|lTJFNL G\P! GF V[ 5|lTJFNL G\PZ GFG[ J[RF6 N:TFJ[H GF VFWFZ[ 50FJ[, O[ZOFZ 

GM\W G\P#$&* GF VFWFZ[ VgI SM. .;DG[ J[RF6 S[ ULZM S[ A1FLX SZJF CSS S[ 

VlWSFZ GYL T[DH NFJFJF/L lD,ST VDM JFNLGF GFD[ J[RF6 N:TFJ[H G YFI 

tIF\ ;]WL 5|lTJFNL G\PZ VgI SM. .;DG[ J[RF6 S[ ULZM S[ A1FLX SZ[ SZFJ[ GCL 
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T[JM DGF. C]SDGL DF\U6L SZ[, K[PCJ[ VF SFD[ 5|lTJFNL TZO[ ZH] lGP!_qZ GM 

J[RF6 N:TFJ[H J\RF6[ ,[TF VF SFDGF 5|lTJFNL G\P! V[ 5|lTJFNL G\PZ G[ 

NFJFJF/L lD,ST TFP!$q_)qZ_ GF ZMH ZHL:80" J[RF6 N:TFJ[H VG]S|D G\P 

Z&Z#q#q& YL J[RF6 VF5[, K[PVFD ;AA J[RF6 N:TFJ[HGL JFNLG[ HF6 

YTF JFNLV[ DFD,TNFZ ;FC[A ;D1F O[ZOFZ GM\W G\P#$&* GL ;FD[ JF\WF VZHL 

VF5[, K[P5|lTJFNL TZO[ lGP!_q# YL GFIA S,[S8ZzL4VDZ[,L GM C]SD ZH] K[ 

T[ D]HA TSZFZL S[; G\P_ZqZ_ GFIA S,[S8ZzL4VDZ[,L ;D1F RF,TF T[VMV[ 

JFNLGF JF\WF GFD\H]Z SZL NFJFJF/L lD,STGF J[RF6 N:TFJ[H GF VFWFZ[ YI[, 

DMH[ RSSZU- TFPHLPVDZ[,L CSS 5+SGL O[ZOFZ GM\W G\P#$&* D\H]Z SZJFGM 

C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[, K[P5|lTJFNL TZO[ lGP!_q$ YL  ;J[" G\P!Z! A 5{SL $ H]GL 

XZT C[PVFZ[PRMPDLP!v_(vZ! DMH[ RSSZU- GM UFD GD]GM G\P* ZH] SZ[, K[ T[ 

J\RF6[ ,[TF SaH[NFZ TZLS[ lJ99,EF. SZXGEF. 5FG;]ZLIF V[8,[ S[ VF SFDGF 

5|lTJFNL G\PZ K[ sGFIA S,[S8ZzL4VDZ[,L GF TSZFZL S[; G\P_ZqZ_ 

TFP!#q!!qZ_ YL JFNLGL JF\WF VZHL GFD\H]Z YTF GM\W SZ[, K[4GM\W 

G\P#$&*fP5|lTJFNL TZO[ lGP!_q5 YL  ;J[" G\P!Z! A 5{SL $ H]GL XZT DMH[ 

RSSZU- GM UFD GD]GM G\P!Z ZH] SZ[, K[ T[ J\RF6[ ,[TF ;G[ Z_Z_vZ! GL 

;F,DF\ S5F;G] JFJ[TZ BFT[NFZ lJ99,EF. SZXGEF. 5FG;]ZLIF V[8,[ S[ VF 

SFDGF 5|lTJFNL G\PZ V[ SZ[, K[PVFD 5|lTJFNL G\PZ NFJFJF/L lD,STGF 

GM\W6LJF/F J[RF6 N:TFJ[HYL SaH[NFZ TYF BFT[NFZ AG[, CMJFG] 

5|YDNX"GLI H6F. VFJ[ K[P 

               VFD DGF. C]SDGL .SJL8[A, NFN K[ VG[ ;DgIFI GF l;wNF\T p5Z  

VFWFZLT K[P;AA SFD[ ;UJ0TF VJU0TF JFNL TZO[6DF\ GYL SFZ6 S[ 
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5|lTJFNL G\PZ V[ SFIN[;Z V[JH R]SJLG[ 5|lTJFNL G\P! 5F;[YL J[RF6 N:TFJ[HYL 

BZLN[, K[ VG[ T[GF VFWFZ[ T[VM NFJFJF/L lD,STGF SaH[NFZ VG[ BFT[NFZ AG[, 

CMJFG] H6F. VFJ[ K[ VG[ HM JFNLG[ DF\uIF D]HAGM DGF. C]SD VF5JFDF\ VFJ[ 

TM 5|lTJFNLG[ JW] VUJ0TF YFI T[J]\ VF VNF,TG]\ GD|56[ DFGJ]\ K[ H[YL D]NNF 

G\PZ GM HJFA C]\ GSFZDF\ VF5]\ K]\P 

s!!f  D]NNF G\P #P   X]\ JFNL  5]ZJFZ SZ[ K[ S[ HM T[VMG[ DF\uIF D]HAGM DGF. C]SD 

G VF5JFDF VFJ[ TM T[VMG[ GF\6FDF GF VF\SL XSFI T[J] EFZ[ G]SXFG HJF ;\EJ 

K[ m CJ[ .ZlZ5Z[A, ,M; SMG[ SC[JFI T[ ;DHJF DF8[ GFDNFZ J0L VNF,TGF 

R]SFNFVMGL RRF" SZJL H~ZL H6F. VFJ[ K[P  

     In Seemax Constructions Private Limited v. State 

Bank of India and another, AIR 1992 Del. 197. 

10. The suppression of material fact by itself is a 

sufficient ground to decline the discretionary relief 

of injunction. A party seeking discretionary relief 

has to approach the court with clean hands and is 

required to disclose all material facts which may, 

one way or the other, affect the decision. A person 

deliberately concealing material facts from court is 

not entitled to any discretionary relief. The court 

can refuse to hear such person on merits. A person 

seeking relief of injunction is required to make 

honest disclosure of all relevant statements of facts 

otherwise it would amount to an abuse of the process 

of the court. Reference may be made to decision in 

The King v. The General Commissioners for the purposes 

of the Income-tax Acts for the District of Kensingion, 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/100123/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/100123/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/789969/
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1917 (1) King's Bench Division 486 where the court 

refused a writ of prohibition without going into the 

merits because of suppression of material facts by 

the applicant. The legal position in our country is 

also no different. (See : Charanji Lal v. Financial 

Commissioner, Haryana, Chandigarh, AIR 1978 Punjab 

and Haryana 326 (1711)). Reference may also be made 

to a decision of the Supreme Court in Udai Chand v. 

Shankar Lal, . In the said decision the Supreme Court 

revoked the order granting special leave and held 

that there was a misstatement of material fact and 

that amounted to serious misrepresentation. The 

principles applicable are same whether it is a case 

of misstatement of a material fact or suppression of 

material fact. 

    Rakesh Makwana v. Vishant Infra Projects 

Llp, 2019 SCC OnLine Raj 903; In this case Hon'ble 

High court of Rajasthan has held that; 

    In the present case, the owner of the property-

in-question had executed agreement to sell in favour 

of the appellant. However, son of the owner, on the 

basis of Power of Attorney, executed sale deed in 

favour of the respondent. Respondent can be, prima-

facie, said to be bona-fide purchaser for 

consideration and has become the owner of the 

property-in-question on the basis of the registered 

sale deed executed in his favour. Appellant has filed 

suit for cancellation of the sale deed executed in 

favour of the respondent and seeking relief of 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/226003/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/226003/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1612222/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1612222/
http://scconline.com/DocumentLink/8XLool5Q
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specific performance of agreement to sell executed in 

his favour by the seller. 

      Along with the suit, an application for 

Temporary Injunction was filed by the appellant. At 

the stage of deciding the application for Temporary 

Injunction, the court is required to see as to whether 

plaintiff has a prima-facie case and balance of 

convenience in his favour and in case, the Temporary 

Injunction is not granted in favour of the plaintiff, 

he would suffer an irreparable loss.  

     However, in the present case, respondent can be 

said to be a bona-fide purchaser for consideration. 

Hence, in case Temporary Injunction is granted in 

favour of the appellant, respondent would suffer an 

irreparable loss as he would not be able to enjoy the 

property purchased by him in the manner he liked. 

Moreover, principle of Lis Pendens would apply. In 

case the suit filed by the appellant is decreed, lower 

court can issue necessary directions in favour of the 

appellant in view of the principle of Lis Pendens. 

       In the facts and circumstances of the present 

case, learned Lower Court had, thus, rightly 

dismissed the application moved by the appellant 

under Order 39 Rule 1 and 3 and 151 CPC for relief of 

Temporary Injunction. No ground for interference by 

this Court is made out. 
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     G.M. Gopalakrishna vs A.S. Machayya And Anr.  AIR 

1969 Kant 337.in this case Hon'ble High court of 

Karnataka has held that; 

    So, prima facie, the blocking of the road would 

cause irreparable injury to the defendants and no to 

the plaintiff. As has been held by the appellate 

Court, the trial Court has not considered this aspect 

of the matter. The appellate Court in paragraph 28 of 

its order has observed as follows:- 

          "In short I am of the view that the 

circumstances that have been alleged are such that 

any issuance of temporary injunction would cause a 

considerable inconvenience to the public in general 

and the appellants in particular and the trial Court 

did not take all these facts into consideration while 

making the ex parte order of injunction absolute and 

I am therefore inclined to interfere with that finding 

of the Court below." 

11. As pointed out by Ramaswami, C. J., (as he then 

was) and Kanhaiya Singh, J., in Hemraj v. Seventeen 

Textile Traders (India), , the circumstance that the 

plaintiff has a prima facie case does not necessarily 

mean that the order of temporary injunction must 

follow. The Court must also consider the question of 

irreparable or serious injury and the balance of 

convenience. In the said case, their Lordships, after 

considering the circumstances of the case, held that 

the balance of convenience was in favour of the 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/339185/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/339185/
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defendant, for if the injunction was granted as prayed 

for by the plaintiff, then a large sum of money would 

be simply wasted and there would be irreparable injury 

to the defendant. 

 s!!P!fPPPPPCJ[ VF SFD[ p5ZMST R]SFNFVMDF\ 5|:YFl5T l;wNF\TMGL ;FY[ DGF. 

VZHLGL CSLSTMGL RRF" SZJFDF\ VFJ[ TM VF SFDGF JFNL GM\W6L JUZGF 

AFGFBTGF VFWFZ[ V\XT V[JH R]SJLG[ NFJFJF/L lD,STGM SaHM D[/J[, 

CMJFG] %,L0L\UDF\ H6FJ[, K[ 5Z\T] DGF. VZHLGF SFD[ 5|lTJFNL TZO[ ZH] 

N:TFJ[HL 5]ZFJM J\RF6[ ,[TF 5|lTJFNL G\PZ ZHL:80" J[RF6 N:TFJ[HYL NFJFJF/L 

lD,STGF SaH[NFZ VG[ BFT[NFZ AG[, K[ VG[ ;G[ Z_Z_vZ! DF\ S5F;G] JFJ[TZ 

SZ[, CMJFG] 5|YDNX"GLI H6F. VFJ[ K[PVF SFDGF 5|lTJFNL G\PZ AMGFOF.0 

5ZR[HZ K[ VG[ T[GL ~V[ NFJFJF/L lD,ST SaHF EMUJ8FDF\ ,LW[, K[PVFD VF 

SFDGF JFNL VNF,TDF\ DGF. C]SDGL NFN D[/JJF TFltJS CSLST K]5FJLG[ V[8,[ 

S[ RMbBF CFY[ VFJ[, G CMI TM VNF,T lJJ[SFlWSFZL ZFCT VF5JFG]\ .\SFZ SZL 

XS[ K[PVFD HM JFNLG[ DF\uIF D]HAGM DGF. C]SD VF5JFDF\ VFJ[ TM JFNLG[ GCL 

5|lTJFNLVMG[ GF6F\YL G EZ5F. Y. XS[ T[J] G]S;FG YJF ;\EJ K[P 

s!!PZf PPPPPJW]DF\ JFNLGL DGF. VZHLG[ :5[lXOLS ZL,LO V[S8GL S,Dv 41 

(e) to prevent the breach of a contract the 

performance of which would not be specifically 

enforced; (h) when equally efficacious relief can 

certainly be obtained by any other usual mode of 

proceeding except in case of breach of trust;GL 

HMUJF.IMGM 56 AFW G0[ K[PVFD D]NNF G\P# JFNL 5]ZJFZ SZL XS[, G CMI H[YL 

D]NNF G\P$ GM HJFA C]\ GSFZDF\ VF5]\ K]\P 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1221024/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1835310/
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s!Zf    D]NNF G\P_$P  ;AA NFJFGF SFD[ JFNL D]NNF G\P_!4_Z TYF _# 5]ZJFZ 

SZ[, GYLPJW]DF\ JFNLGM TSZFZL lD,ST ;\AWL SM. H 5|YDNX"GLI S[; GF CMI 

T[ ;\HMUMDF\ JFNLG[ HM DF\uIF D]HAGM DGF. C]SD VF5JFDF\ VFJ[ TM JFNLG[ GCL 

5Z\T] 5|lTJFNLVMG[ VJU0TF 50[ T[D K[ VG[ T[ ;\HMUMDF\ JFNLGL TZO[6DF\ 

VJU0TF ;UJ0TFG] 5<,] CMJFG] H6FT] GF CMI T[DH JFNLG[ GF6F\DF\ G VFSFZL 

XSFI T[JL SM. G]SXFGL YTL G CMI VFD JFNL DF\uIF D]HAGM DGF. C]SD 

D[/JJF ;F~ CSNFZ AGTF G CMI T[YL D]NNF G\P$ GM HJFA GSFZDF\ VF5L 

gIFIGF lCTDF\ GLR[ D]HAGM VFBZL C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P 

                                                        oo C]SD oo 

s!f   VF SFDGF JFNLGL VF\Sv5 GL DGF. C]SDGL VZHL GFD\H]Z SZJFGM C]SD 

SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P 

sZf     CF,GL VZHLG] BR" NFJFGF VFBZL lGSF, JBT[ GSSL SZJFDF\ VFJX[P 

                VF C]SD VFHZMH TFo#_ DL DFC[ H],F. Z_Z! GF ZMH B]<,L VNF,TDF\ 

JF\RL ;\E/FJL ;CL SZLG[ HFC[Z SIM"P 

 

:Y/PVDZ[,L                     sGFZFI6 ,F, XDF"f 

TFP#_q_*qZ_Z!           ALHF VlWS l;lJ, HH4VDZ[,LP 

s;[<Of                                               U.I.C.NO.GJ01439. 
 


