.ITEMNO1 O 8 COUR T NO 8 SECTI ONXII

SUPREMECOURTO-IT NDI A
RECORDOFPROCEEDI NGS

CVI LAPPEALNJs). 1062-1065062001

MOSESWLSON&GORS Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
KASTURI BA&ORS Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief )

Date: 20/ 09/ 2007 These Appeal s were called on for hearing today.

CORA M :
HONB L EM JUSTI CE A K MTHUR
HONBLEM JUSTI CEMRKANDEYKATJU

For Appellant(s)

A. Fra ncis Julian, Senior Adv.
Sumt Ku mar , Adv.

Amt Ku mar Mshr a, Adv.

r MS Arputha mATr un a & Co., Adv.

JS=F

For Respondent (s)
M. K Ra ma moo rthy, Senior Adv.
M. V. Pr abhakar , Adv.
M. Ramee Pr as a d, Adv.
M s. R evat hy Raghavan, Adv.
Rr- Ex- Parte ,Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

The appeal s are disposed of in terns of the signed order.

(Sukhbir P a ul Kaur) (Vijay Dhawa n)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed Reportable Order is placed on the file)
INTHE SUP RE ME COURT CF I NDI A
CCM LAPPELLATEJURI SDI CTI ON

Gvi LAPPEAL NOC1062-106502001

MOS ESW L SON & OGRS Appel I ant (s)
Ver sus

KASTURI BA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

ORDER

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties.
We are disposing of all the four appeals by a conmon

order.



These appeal s arise out of a suit filedin19 47 and
subsequent proceedi ngs. The suit was for a sumof Rs.7, 00 0/ - , and
there was an order for attachnent before judgnent of the dry fish
of the defendant. A third party claimed owership of the dry fish
and he applied for release of the attachnent order. It is not
necessary to give further details of the case because the facts
i nvol ved are very conplicated stretching over 6 0 years. Ther ef or e,
with the consent of |earned counsel for the parties we cut short the
matter and direct that the entire property which is the subject
matter of this litigation may be divided in equal shares between the
two parties. Hal f share should be given to the appellants and the

other half should be given to the respondents.

.2/ -

To decide which part should go to the appellants and
whi ch part should go to the respondents, as nmany properties are
involved, it is just and proper that this exercise may be done by the
District Judge, Kanya k u ma r i at Nager coi | hi nsel f or by the
Additional District Judge nominated by the District Judge. The
District Judge may issue notices to both the parties and divide the
properties in tw equal shares. If any person has any grievance
agai nst the order passed by the District Judge (or A D J., as the
case may be), it will be open for either of the parties to approach
this Court for further clarification. The District Judge
Kanya k u mar i, Nagercoil (or AD. J . nonminated by hin) is directed
to di spose of the matter preferably within a period of six nonths.
Let al | t he records whi ch are avai |l abl e here be
trans nitted to the District Judge, Kanya k u ma r i , Nagercoil.
The appeal s are accordingly disposed of in the above
terns.
Before parting with this case, we agai n express our deep
concern at the delay in disposing of cases in our Courts. Recently in

Cvil Appeal No.1 3 0 7 of 2 00 1 titled Rajindra Singh (Dead) thr. Lrs.



& O's. versus Pre mMai & Os. decided on 2 3 rd
August ,

had expressed our deep angui sh about this situation, and had
observed t hat

.3/ -

because of delay in disposal of cases people in this country are fast
losing faith in the judiciary. W saw in the nedia news of |ynching
of suspected thieves in Biha r's Vaish ali District, the gunning down
of an undertrial prisoner outside P atn a City Cvil Court, and other
i nci dents where peopl e have taken the law into their own hands.

This is obviously because many peopl e have started thinking that
justice will not be done in the Courts due to the delays in Court

pr oceedi ngs. This is indeed an alar ming state of affairs, and we
once agai n request the concerned authorities to do the needful in

the matter urgently before the situation goes totally out of control

.................... J.
(AKMATHUR

..................... J .
(MRKANDEYKATJ U

New Del hi ,
Septenber 2 0, 2 00 7 .

2007 we



