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              S U P R E M E      C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                              RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).20526/2009

(From the judgement and order dated 31/03/2009 in        AN        No.
786/2004 & WP No. 2595/2001 of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

MAULANA SULEMAN SHAIKH PATHAN                          Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

NATIONAL TEXTILE CORP.(SOUTH MAH.)LTD.                 Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 25/02/2011    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE D.K. JAIN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.L. DATTU

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Vinay Navare, Adv.
                        Mr. Keshav Ranjan, Adv.
                        Ms. Abha R. Sharma,Adv.

For Respondent(s)       Mr. Sanjoy Ghose, Adv.
                        Mr. Anuj Agrawal, Adv.
                        Ms. Anitha Shenoy, Adv.

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

                    Leave granted.

                    The appeal is disposed of with no order as

            to costs.

            (VINOD LAKHINA)                       (KUSUM GULATI)
              Court Master                         Court Master

          (SIGNED ORDER IS PLACED ON THE FILE)
              IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

               CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

            CIVIL APPEAL NO. 2123 OF 2011
 [Arising out of Special Leave Petition (Civil) No.
                    20526 of 2009]

MAULANA SULEMAN SHAIKH PATHAN                        ...APPELLANT

                    VERSUS

NATIONAL TEXTILE CORPORATION
(SOUTH MAHARASHTRA) LIMITED                          ...RESPONDENT

                               ORDER



        Leave granted.

        Notice in this appeal was confined to the

question of refund of the amount of Rs.1,50,000/-

paid to the petitioner in terms of interim order

passed by the High Court.

        We    have     heard       learned      counsel        for   the

parties.           Having     regard      to         the    facts    and

circumstances of the case and bearing in mind the

fact   that   the    said amount had been paid to the

petitioner more than seven years ago, we feel that

interests     of    justice    demand     that        the   petitioner

should not be asked to refund the said amount to the

respondent.

        Accordingly,         the    appeal      is    partly    allowed

and the impugned judgment, insofar as it permits the

respondent     to    recover       the   said    amount      from    the

appellant, is set aside.
                                              ...2/-

                       :2:

       The appeal stands disposed of with no order

as to costs.

                             ..................., J.
                                         (D.K. JAIN)

                             ..................., J.
                                        (H.L. DATTU)
NEW DELHI
FEBRUARY 25, 2011


