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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

This matter has been placed before this Court by
reason of a letter sent by Hon"ble M. Justice MK
Mukherjee, a forner Judge of this Court for recording a
conciliation between the parties. Admttedly, the parties
are fighting this litigation and sufficient tine has
elapsed on the litigation and this Court thought it fit
that the matter ought to cone to an end at one stage or the
ot her. Wth that objective in view, this Court appointed
Hon’ble M. Justice MK Mikherjee, a former Judge of
this Court, to act as a Conciliator. Since, however, about
three years have passed but the matter has not yet been
completed and Justice Mikherjee had to wite to the
Registry for appropriate directions regarding certain
i ssues raised therein. Justice Mikherjee al so pointed out
that some of the parties though initially appeared but they
did not continue with appearances but also have not paid
the agreed renuneration

After hearing the parties in the mtter and on
perusal of the letter of Justice Mikherjee, we do feel it
expedient to record that enough tine has been spent by the
Conciliator to deal with the matter. As such, in the event
the conciliation proceeding before Justice Mikherjee does
not cone to an end within a period of three nonths fromthe

date hereof, it may be deened that the parties are no
| onger interested to proceed with the conci liation
proceeding and it would cone to an end. The Concili ator
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will not have to act thereafter and he would stand

di scharged and the matter would be dealt by this Court in
accordance with | aw

Let it be placed on record that all the parties are
present in Court today and it is the desire of this Court
that there should be proper cooperation by all the parties
before the Conciliator. The out st andi ng anount of
renuneration be also paid within a period of four weeks
fromthe date hereof.

M. B. Chose, |earned counsel for Respondent Nos.1
to 6 is directed to communicate this order to Hon’ble M.
Justice MK Mikherjee with a request to fix an early date
of hearing and the Conciliator is hereby also requested,
accordingly, to act expeditiously thereon. Be it placed on
record that the entire matter is before the Conciliator
and, as such, the parties would be at liberty to agitate
all the points of difference before the Concili ator

(R K. Dhawan) (Shel l'y Sengupt a)
Court Master Court Master



