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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).16374/2011

(From the judgenent and order dated 04/03/2011 in AFO No

1432/ 2001 & CA No. 1772/2010 of The H GH COURT OF BOVBAY)

RAVI Kl RAN AGGARWAL Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
MATADI N KEJRI WAL & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
Judgnment and prayer for interimrelief and office report ))

Date: 11/07/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A. K. PATNAI K
For Petitioner(s) Mukul Roht agi, Sr. Adv.
Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
At ul Radadhaksha, Sr. Adv.
Fereshte D. Sethna, Adv.
B. Vijayal akshm Menon, Adv.
Ekt a Kapil, Adv.
Kuber Dewan, Adv.
Pr at yush, Adv.

SSEFFSSS

For Respondent (s)
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
As the challenge is to an order of an
appel l ate Bench refusing to interfere with the
rejection of an interim prayer by a | ear ned
Si ngl e Judge and as the appeal is still pending
in the H gh Court, we do not consider this a
SLP( C) NO. 16374/ 2011 ,
fit case for interference. The Speci al Leave
Petition is dismssed.
We note that while refusing to stay the
order of the learned Single Judge, the Division

Bench of the High Court has directed that the

hearing of the appeal should be expedited and



listed the matter for disposal on 28.3.2011

The | earned counsel for the petitioner
states that inspite of the said direction, the
appeal was not listed and is not likely to be
listed for quite sonme tinme and therefore the
entire appeal is likely to become infructuous.
We are sure that the Hi gh Court having noticed
that the matter requires expeditious disposa
will hear the natter and di spose of the appea
expeditiously preferably before the end of this

year.

(O P. Sharma) ( MS. Negi )
Court Master Court Master



