| TEM NO. 17 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON X
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).6947/2011
(From the judgenent and order dated 04/01/2011 in CMAP No. 5237/ 2009
of The H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)
E.M M JI PANCHADEV E. S. N.JI RAM JANKI &AN Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
RAM GOVI ND & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling OT.,pernmissionto file
addi ti onal documents and with prayer for interimrelief ))

Dat e: 29/08/ 2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ALTAMAS KABI R
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR

For Petitioner(s) M. B.K Mshra, Adv.
Ms. Bharti Tyagi, Adv.
M. S.D. Singh, Adv.

Ms. Kamakshi S. Mehl wal , Adv.

For Respondent (s)
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
The pr esent speci al | eave petition is
di rected agai nst t he i mpugned j udgnment and fina

order of the High Court passed in Wit A filed by

one Ram Govi nd. It has been ment i oned in
par agraph 16 that in the proceedings of suit No.14

of 1958, the petitioner was not a party and as such

t he j udgnent and decree passed in that suit had no
bearing as to the merit of the said wit petition

The Hi gh Court had al so recorded the fact that the
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decree which had been obtained by the petitioner
herein had never been put into execution.

Accordingly, t he Hi gh Court rejected t he



petitioner’s prayer for i mpl eadnent in t he
filed by Ram Govi nd.

We have, however, been shown from the decree
itself that a person by the name of Ram Govi nd was
the defendant No.2 in the suit. Furthernore, the
suit was one for declaration and, accordingly, the
question of execution of the decree did not arise

Accordingly, issue notice.

In t he meant i ne, there will be stay

further proceedings in Suit No.14 of 1958.

(Sheet al Dhingra) (Jugi nder Kaur)

COURT MASTER Assi stant Regi strar

suit

of



