I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 3918 of 2016
[Arising out of SLP(C)No.6244 of 2014]

GANGA SARAN DAS SAI NI ( DEAD) Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

FI ROZE HAI DER & ORS. Respondent ( s)

Wl TH

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 3919 of 2016
[Arising out of SLP(C)No.26711 of 2014]

ORDER
1 Leave granted.
2 Respondent Nos.1 to 8 herein (hereinafter referred

to as the plaintiffs) had filed Cvil Suit (OS)1432 of 2013

on t he ori gi nal si de of Hi gh Court of Del hi again
st

Respondent Nos.9 to 12 herein (hereinafter referred to as

t he Def endants). The matter was referred to nediation and

in t he medi ati on pr oceedi ngs, plaintiffs and def endan
ts

settled the matter. Terns of settlenment were recorded in

witing, which were placed before the | earned Single Judge
Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by
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of the High Court, who passed judgnent and decree dated 3 rd
00: 49: 38 I ST
Reason:

Cctober, 2013, in terns of the said settlenent. It was a
so

recorded that the settlenent agreenent shall formpart of
2

t he decree.
3 We may nention at this stage that the plaintiffs
and defendants are related to each other and there were sone

di sput es about their shar e- hol di ngs in t he sui t I and in



question neasuring 2808 bighas falling in Khasra No.12 to

100, 105, 119, 121, 124, 127, 129, 131, 135, 136, 139, 144

to 171" 177 to 186, 321, 327, 328, 349 to 358, 371 to 386

388, 393, 395, 398, 399, 400, 413, 416, 419, 424, 426, 431

to 433, 444, 445, 448 to 454, 481 to 486, 495, 950 etc. in

village Ali, Ml arband and Badarpur earlier form ng part of

Tehsi| Ballabgarh, Dist., Delhi now form ng part of revenue

Tehsi| Kal kaji, New Del hi, though it was their case that

suit land belongs to these plaintiffs and defendants. As
per the settlenment the plaintiffs and defendants have got

their respective shares on the terns/prenise that they are

the owners of the land in question

4 Thi s Appeal (arising out of SLP(C) No.6244/14) is
filed by one Ganga Saran Das Saini (dead), who clained that

in fact he is the ower of the entire suit premses to the

excl usion of everyone el se. It is further alleged that the
suit filed by the plaintiff against the defendants was a

collusive suit and a decree is obtained at the back of the

appel | ant in respect of t he I and whi ch bel ongs to t he
appel I ant herein.

5 It is pertinent to note that 1A 5 of 2014 is filed by

Zai gham Hussain and others of the entire land in which those

applicants claimthenselves to be the real owners of the
3

suit | and.
6 Cvil Appeal (arising out of SLP(C)No.26711/2014) is

filed by Bijender Singh and others wherein these appellants

claim t hat t hey are t he act ual owner s of t he | and
quest i on.

7 We may al so note that Shoyab Hai der and few others had

al so filed SLP in whi ch t hey cl ai med t hat t hey are

owners of the suit |and. Though the said SLP was di snissed

as wi t hdr awn gi ving per ni ssi on to t hose appel I ants

initiate appropriate proceedi ngs before the conpetent civi

court.

t he

to



8 The purpose of recording the aforesaid narration is to
hi ghli ght that ownership in respect of the same suit land is
clainmed by so nany parti es. In view thereof, it is agreed

by all the parties concerned that issue of ownership needs

be

The

to be deci ded and t hey are agr eeabl e t hat t he same
decided in the suit filed by the plaintiffs in the High

Court in which inpugned decree is passed. It is also agreed
that those parties who are not plaintiffs or defendants in

the suit shall be permitted to file appropriate applications

in the same suit within four weeks, for setting aside of a

decree and al so for i mpl eadnent as def endant s
plaintiffs shall have no objection for their inpleadnent as

def endant s. It is further agreed between the parties that

in those very proceedings it will be decided as to who is

the actual and real owner(s) of the suit |and. It is nmade
cl ear t hat i f it is 4ultimately f ound t hat the origina

plaintiffs and defendants were the owners, the settlenent
whi ch was recorded in the nediation proceedings will remain

bi ndi ng qua t hem

9 The interimorder(s) passed by this Court shall remain
in operation till the disposal of the suit by the tria
court. The trial court shal | pr oceed with t he matt er

wi t hout being influenced by the said interimorder.

10 The applications for inpleadnent and substitution are

al | owed. The Civil Appeals are disposed of in the terns
stated in the earlier paragraphs. We request the trial
court to dispose of the suit as expeditiously as possible.

No costs.

[ AK SIKR ]

..................... J.
[ RK AGRAVAL ]



NEW DELHI
APRI L 11, 2016.

5
| TEM NO 49 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON X'V
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A

RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (O No(s). 6244/ 2014

(Arising out of inpugned final judgnent and order dated 03/10/2013
in CSOS No. 1432/2013 passed by the High Court O Del hi At New
Del hi)

GANGA SARAN DAS SAI NI ( DEAD) Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
FI ROZE HAI DER & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(with appln. (s) for exenption fromfiling O T. and inpl eadnent and
urging addl. grounds and interimrelief and office report)

(for final disposal)

W TH

SLP(C) No. 26711/2014

(Wth APPLN. (S)for anendnent and pl eadi ng and exenption fromfiling
O T.and Ofice Report)

(for final disposal)

Date : 11/04/ 2016 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE A K. SIKRI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R K. AGRAVWAL

For Petitioner(s) M . Chandra Shekhar, Adv.
In SLP 6244/ 15 Ms. Minmay Bhattnmewara, Adv.
M. Sanjay Kumar Tyagi, AOR

Ms. Sandhya Goswarmi , AOR.

M. K. Paraneshwar, Adv.
In SLP 26711/ 14 M. Lagnesh M shra, Adv.
Ms. Sarita Mshra, Adv.
Pari kshit Angadi, Adv.
V. N. Raghupat hy, ACR

.P.H Parekh, Sr.Adv.

Rohit Pandey, Adv.
Ardhendu Mauli Prasad, Adv.
Sart hak Chaturvedi, Adv.
Shashi Kiran, AOR

For Respondent (s)
In 1As 4,586 in

SLP 6244/ 14
[ Appl i cants

in SLP 6244/ 14 Sanj eev Si ndhwani, Sr. Adv.
Mohit Paul, Adv.

6
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M. Avi nash Shar ma, AOR
for RIto8 in M. Ashi sh Mohan, Adv.
SLP 26711/ 14 Ms. Ceetanjali Mhan, AOR
M. Aftab Ali Khan, AOR

In 1A 48&5 M. Rajiv Talwar, AOR
in SLP 6244/ 14



M. Sanjay Kumar Tyagi, AOR

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Leave granted.
The Civil Appeals are disposed of in terns of the signed

or der. We request the trial court to dispose of the suit as
expedi tiously as possible. No costs. The interimorder(s) passed
by this Court shall remain in operation till the disposal of the
suit by the trial court. The trial court shall proceed with the

matter w thout being influenced by the said interimorder.
The applications for inpleadnment and substitution are all owed.

( SHEETAL DHI NGRA) ( TAPAN KR. CHAKRABORTY)
AR- cum PS COURT MASTER
[ Signed order is placed on the file]



