| TEM NO 10 COURT NO. 4 SECTI ON XI'V

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).9414/2012

(From the judgenent and order dated 16/02/2012 in RFA No. 46/ 2011
of The H GH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

SHAKUN JAI SWAL Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
ANAND PERSHAD JAI SWAL & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )
[ FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL]

W TH

SLP(C) NO 9425 of 2012
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
[ FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL]

SLP(C) NO 9631 of 2012
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
[ FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL]

SLP(C) NO 9677 of 2012
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
[ FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL]

Dat e: 23/04/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R M LODHA
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MADAN B. LOKUR
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE KURI AN JOSEPH

S. Ganesh, Sr. Adv.

A. S. Chandhi ok, Sr. Adv.
Mal i ni Sud, Adv.

Deepak Khurana, Adv.
Aditi Sharma, Adv.

Vi dut Gupta, Adv.

. Harleen Singh, Adv.

mesh Kumar Khai t an, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

cFIFIFIS

For Respondent (s) Arvind Nigam Sr. Adv.
Sour abh Tal war m Adv.
Akshey Makhija, Adv.
Navi n Chawl a, Adv.

Ani sha CGupta, Adv.

FSSSS

M. Mayank M sra, Adv.
M. Di vyam Agarwal , Adv.
Ms. Sunita Bhargava, Adv.
M. Dheeraj Nair , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER



We have heard M. S. Ganesh, |earned senior counsel for the
petitioners, and M. Arvind Nigam |earned senior counsel for the
respondent No. 1.

Speci al | eave petitions are disnm ssed.

However, it is clarified that it will be open to petitioner-
def endant No. 1 - Shakun Jaiswal - and petitioner-defendant No. 5 -

Karanjit Jaiswal - to raise all available pleas in the witten
statement, including pleas relating to Ilimtation, court fee and
mai ntainability of the suit.

We record and accept the statement of M S

Ganesh, | earned senior counsel for the petitioners-defendants, that
witten statenent shall be filed within eight weeks fromtoday.

We expect the trial Judge to conclude the trial as
expeditiously as nay be possible and preferably within two years from
the date of production of the order of this Court. The parties are
directed not to seek unnecessary adjournments.

Needl ess to say that observations nmade by the Division
Bench in the inmpugned order concerned only consideration of the
application nade under Order VII Rule 11 of the Code of GCvil

Procedure, 1908 and these observations shall have no bearing in
consideration of the pleas that may be raised by the petitioners-
defendants in the witten statenment which obviously will be decided

in accordance with | aw on the basis of evidence and the submn ssions
that may be made at the tinme of hearing of the suit.

| (Raj esh Dham) | | (Renu Di wan)
| Court Master | | Court Master



