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Cl VI L APPEAL NOCS. 5050-5051/ 1997

GAUTAM NAGAR RESI DENTS ASSCCI ATI ON Appel | ant

Ver sus

KARM KA & ORS. Respondent s
(WTH O fice Report)
W TH C. A. NO. 5052/ 1997 (Wth O fice Report)

Date. 22.11.2000 This/These Petition(s) was/were called on
for hearing today.

CORAM

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE U. C. BANERJEE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. G BALAKRI SHNAN

For the Appellant(s)

In CAs 5050-5051/97: M. K. K. Venugopal, Sr. Adv.,
and for rr in M. S. K Verma, Adv.
connected natter:

in CA 5052/1997 and Ms. Amita Qupt a, Adv. ,

for rr MCD in main M . Ranbi r Si ngh Yadav, Adv.

mat t er.
For the Respondent(s)
. Raj u Ranachandr an, Sr. Adv. ,
. Pranod Dayal , M. Pi yush Shar na,
. R Anand Padrmanabhan, Advs.

.Ranjit Kumar, Sr.Adv.,
. R Anand Padnmanabhan, Adv. ,
. Pranod Dayal , Adv.

. KN Rawal , ASG
. V. B. Saharya, Adv. f or
M s. Saharya & Co.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
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CAs 5050-5051/1997. The appeal s are di sposed of in@@
(600 0c00060000000000

terns of the directions contained in the signed order.
CA 5052/1997. In view of the order passed in C vio@®
Ccceeeeeccecece

Appeal NO 5050-5051/1997 no separate order is necessary.

This appeal is also disposed of on the sane ternmns.

. SP1

(Vijay Kumar Sharm) (S. Kri shnan)
Court Master Court Master

Conmon Signed order is placed on the file.
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GAUTAM NAGAR RESI DENTS ASSOCI ATI ON Appel | ant

Ver sus

KARM KA & ORS. Respondent s

W TH CA NO 5052/ 1997
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Civil Appeal Nos.5050-5051/1997. @@
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The residents-association is in appeal against an
interlocutory order of grant of injunction. This Court
however upon consideration of the facts on 21.7.1997 was
pleased to grant |eave and pass an interim order of
mai nt enance of status quo with a further specific order
restraining the respondents from nmaki ng any construction
t her ei n. The | and in questi on, accordi ng to
M. Venugopal , the |earned senior counsel appearing in
support of the appeals is a 'childerns’ playground” and
has been described in the rmunicipal record as a ’'park’
The respondents herein however described the same as the
part of the park and not a park itself and contended
though as a matter of fact, it was shown in the Master
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Plan as a shopping centre for the locality. Be that as
it my, we do not think it appropriate to go into the
issue at this stage, nore so, when two suits are pending
between parties before the |learned Senior Sub Judge,
Del hi

In the normal course of event this Court would not
have entertained the appeal by reason of the sane being
against an interlocutory order but having regard to the
i mportance of the issue, nore so, an effort of having
construction wthin an open and encircled area, this
Court has passed the order of status quo and admtted the
appeal s.

Wthout however dilating on to the nerits of the
matter in view of the pendency of the suits, we deem it
fit and expedient to dispose of the appeals wth a
direction to the learned trial Judge to dispose of the
matters within a period of nine nonths fromthe date of
the communi cation of this order. In the event one of the
suits is pending before the | earned Additional District
Judge, the learned Additional District Judge will do well
in clubbing up the suits pending before the another
Judicial Oficer and dispose of the same upon such



clubbing within the tine frame as nentioned above.
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Let it be recorded that we have not gone into any
of the issues and it would be open to the court to dea
with the matter as it my deem fit and proper in
accordance wth law. The parties are, however, directed
to render all possible assistance and cooperation in the
matter of the expeditious disposal of the suits in terns
of this order. The learned Judge is also directed not to
grant adjournnent of the matter unless the same is of
i ndi spensabl e necessity.

Interim order passed by this Court shall remain in

operation till the disposal of both the suits. The
appeal s are di sposed of accordingly.

CA No. 5052/ 1997. In view of the order passed in@@
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Cvil Appeal Nos.5050-5051/1997 no separate order is
necessary. This appeal is also disposed of on the sane
terms.

. SP1
........................ J.

( K G Bal akri shnan)
New Del hi ,
November 22, 2000.



