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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Cvil Appeal No(s). 1528/2007

KAVAL B. DEVAL Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS

MAHENDRASI NHJ1  ZORAVARSI NHJ1  SANDHU &ANR Respondent (s)

(with appln. (s) for stay and office report)

W TH

C. A No. 1531/2007
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 01/09/2016 These appeals were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE SHI VA KI RTI SI NGH

HON&#39; BLE MRS. JUSTI CE R BANUMATHI

For the parties:
M. Sushil Kumar Jain, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Christi Jain, Adv.
M. Abhi nav Gupta, Adv.
Ms. Ankita Gupta, Adv.
M. Apurv Taran, Adv.
Ms. Pratibha Jain, Adv.
M. R N Poddar, Adv.
M. Ashi sh Dhol aki a, Adv.
Ms. Sunmita Hazari ka, Adv.
M. D. Kishore Kumar, Adv.
M. Gautam Baj aj, Adv.
Ms. |psita Behura, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER

On heari ng t he parties, we find t hat t he di spute
ari ses out of a partnership busi ness and is mai nl y for
settlenent of accounts including anpbunt of stock in hand

2
and cash on hand for the years 1973-1974 to 31 st
Cct ober,
1982. Presently the parties are at variance on the issue
whet her t he awar d of t he arbitrator in favour of t he

r espondent entitling him to an anount of appr ox.

Rs. 3, 00, 000/ - (Rupees three | akhs) pl us i nterest, even
after sone i nterference by t he Hi gh Court, shoul d be
accepted as valid or not.

On account of |ong passage of tine, and as we are

told the partnership business has also closed since quite

somet i ne, we have i ndi cated to t he parties t hat t hey
shoul d try first to settle their di spute t hr ough

am cabl e efforts nade by friends or the | awers, so that

there may not ari se any occasi on for further litigation
bet ween the parties in such old stale natter. Wth that

in mnd, since the parties have agreed to make an effort

for am cabl e settl enent, we adj ourn bot h t he matters.

List the matters after three weeks.
( NEELAM GULATI)
COURT MASTER ( MADHU NARULA)
COURT MASTER



