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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).12794-12795/2011

(From the judgenent and order dated 02/02/2011 in CRP No. 2562/2010

& CRP No. 2563/2010 of The H GH COURT OF MADRAS)

M S K. RAHEJA DEVELOPMENT CORP. & ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

M S FERANI HOTELS (P) LTD. & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inmpugned
Judgment and prayer for interimrelief ))

Date: 11/05/2011 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. SI NGHV
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ASCK KUMAR GANGULY

For Petitioner(s) M. E.C. Agrawal a, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Pal | av Shi shodia, Sr. Adv.
Abhi manyu Bhandari, Adv.
Gopal Jain, Adv.

Naveen Kumar, Adv.

Ruby Si ngh Ahuja, Adv.
Abeer Kumar, Adv.
Pragya Chri, Adv.

M S. Karanjawal a & Co. , Adv
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

These petitions are directed agai nst order dat ed

2.2.2011 of the learned Single Judge of the Madras Hi gh
2

Court wher eby he di smi ssed t he petitions filed by t he
petitioners under Article 227 against order dated 26.7.2010
passed by Fast Track Court No.1, Coi nbatore negating their
chal l enge to the order of 1st Additional Subordi nate Judge,
Coi nbatore (for short, "trial Court").
The petitioners filed Sui t No. 699 of 2009 for
restrai ning respondent No. 1 fromevicting petitioner No. 1
fromthe suit prenises

They also filed I.A No.549 of 2009 for grant of



tenporary injunction against their threatened eviction
an order dated 23.11.2009, the trial Court accepted their
prayer and granted ad-interiminjunction

During the currency of injunction, the petitioners
filed OS. No.747 of 2009 for grant of a declaration that
r espondent No. 1 had illegally denol i shed t he
structures on the suit property. In the second suit also,
an order of injunction was passed by the trial Court on
2. 3.2010.

After hearing the parties, the trial court vacated
the order of injunction. The petitioners challenged that
order in CVA No. 23 of 2010. Respondent no
chal I enged order dated 2.3.2010 in C M A No.16 of 2010.
Fast Track Court No. 1, Coinbatore allowed C. MA No.16 of

2010 and dism ssed C M A No.23 of 2010.
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The petitioners quest i oned t he or der of t he Fast
Track Court by filing two separate petitions under Article
227 of the Constitution, which were dism ssed by the |earned

Si ngl e Judge.

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties and
carefully perused the record.

The | ower Appellate Court and the Hi gh Court have
assi gned cogent reasons for decl i ni ng t he petitioners’
prayer for interiminjunction and we do not find any nerit

in the petitioners’ challenge to the inpugned order

The speci al | eave petitions are accordingly
di sm ssed
(Shashi Sareen) (Phool an Wati Arora)
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