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SLP(C)No. 19613 OF 1998

ITEM No.201 Court No. 1 SECTION IX
A/N MATTER

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) N0.19613/1998

(From the judgement and order dated 25/11/1998 in AN 1185/98
of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

PARAMJIT KAUR ANAND Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
PRITAM SINGH ANAND(D) AND ORS Respondent (s)

(With Applin(s). for substitution, c/delay in filing substitution
applin. and with prayer for interim relief)
(For Final Disposal)
Date : 29/11/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVARAJ V. PATIL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARIJIT PASAYAT

For Petitioner (s) Mr. S.S. Jauhar,Adv.
Ms. Meenakshi Arora,Adv.
Ms. Devyani Prabhat,Adv.

For Respondent (s) Mr. K. Venkatraman,Adv.
Mr. Dinesh Chawla,Adv.
Mr. Abhijit Sengupta,Adv.
Mr. Sanjay Parikh,Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
...... Lo LT T T T Tl T2

Delay condoned.

The application for substitution is allowed in terms
of prayer (A).

Leave granted.
The civil appeal is ordered.

No order as to costs.

(T.1. Rajput) (Shelly Sengupta)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
Civil Appeal No. 8173 of 2001@ @

CCcCcCcceeecececececcececececececececcececececececec
(Arising out of S.L.P. (C) N0.19613 of 1998)

Paramijit Kaur Anand ...Appellant (s)
Versus”
Pritam Singh Anand (D) and Ors. ....Respondent (s)

ORDER@@
Cccceeecececececce
el T T....... T T....... T T J
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Delay condoned.

The application for substitution is allowed in terms of
prayer (A).

Leave granted.

The notice on the special leave petition stated that
the matter might be disposed of at this stage by varying the
order under challenge to this extent: that the fourteenth
respondent shall inform, in writing, the persons in whose
favour third party rights have been created or will hereafter
be created, that the suit is pending and their rights are
subject to final orders in the suit; the fourteenth
respondent shall inform the petitioner’s attorney of the names
of the persons in whose favour third party rights have already
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been created and are subsequently created.

The fourteenth respondent has been served but has not
chosen to put in an appearance.

Learned counsel for the first respondent has no
objections to the proposed order being passed.

It appears to us appropriate, having regard to the
facts and circumstances, that the order under challenge be
varied to the extent indicated above.

Order on the appeal accordingly.

No order as to costs.
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......................... J.O@
AA

(Shivaraj V. Patill@@
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......................... J.O@
AA

(Arijit Pasayat)@ @
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

New Delhi,
November 29, 2001.



