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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).14686/2012

(From the judgement and order dated 13/02/2012                   in   RFA
No.124/1998 of The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

AJAY GOEL                                                 Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

K.K. BHANDARI & ORS.                                      Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 11/05/2012    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE AFTAB ALAM
          HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE RANJANA PRAKASH DESAI

For Petitioner(s)        Mr.   C.A. Sundaram, Sr. Adv.
                         Mr.   Subodh Pathak, Adv.
                         Mr.   Arman Sharma, Adv.
                         Ms.   Shimpy Sharma, Adv.
                         For   Mr. Rameshwar Prasad Goyal,Adv.

For Respondent(s)        Mr.   Atul Nanda, Sr. Adv.
                         Ms.   Rameeza Hakeem, Adv.
                         Mr.   Khalid Arshad, Adv.
                         Mr.   Rajat Brar, Adv.
                         For   M/S Law Associates & Co.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

                   On hearing Mr. C.A. Sundaram, learned senior

            counsel appearing for the petitioner, we find no merit

            in this special leave petition.        It is, accordingly,

            dismissed.

                   Mr. Sundaram, however, made a prayer to relieve

            the petitioner of the cost of Rs.1,00,000/- payable to

            the defendant, K.K. Bhandari.

                   We are of the view that in the facts of the
case, the   High   Court was not unjustified in imposing

                                                  ...2/-

                               -2-

cost against the petitioner.    However, Mr. Atul Nanda,

appearing on behalf of respondent Nos. 1 and 2, states

that his clients are not interested in realising the

cost from the petitioner. That being the position, the

direction imposing cost against the petitioner is set



aside.

(Neetu Khajuria)                     (Sneh Bala Mehra)
     Sr.P.A.                            Court Master


