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H P.S. CHAWA P etitioner(s)
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Date: 20/09/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
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For Petitioner(s) M. Arun Khosl a, Adv.
M. M A Chi nnasany, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. B.L.Vali, Adv.

M. Rajeev Sharma, Adv.

Ms. Madhu Si kri, Adv.

D pankar P. CGupta, Sr. Adv.

Priya Puri, Adv.
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U jwal Banerjee, Adv.
M. Vijay M Chauhan, Adv.

M. H K Puri ,Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

We have heard counsel for the parties for sonme tine.
It appears to us, having regard to



the facts and circunstances of the case and the standing of the fanil
y of the parties, that this is pre-

emnently a case which ought to be settled amcably. M. Arun Khosla
, learned counsel appearing on

behal f of the petitioner makes it very clear that so far as the WI|
i s concerned, he does not dispute any

part of the WIIl nor does he claimexclusive title to any of the pr
operties covered by the WII. The

respondents al so do not dispute this position. The only concern of t
he parties at this stage is to di spose

of the assets and share the proceeds in the proportion mandated

by the WII. The parties are also
agr eed t hat t he properties shal | have to be sol d as
t hey cannot be sui tably partitioned in t he

proportion nmandated by the WII.
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After sone discussion, we feel, and the | earned counsel for the parties agree,

that an effort

should be made to settle the matter anicably o) t hat it may not be nece
ssary for us to go into t he

question of law which is sought to be raised in this petition. W are, therefore, adjourning
this matter

for three nmont hs with a direction t hat t he parties concer ned shal | throu
gh their advocat es make

efforts to dispose of the assets at the best price avail able. Needl ess to say that offers re
ceived by the

parties may be comrunicated to their respective Advocate who may in consultation with the Advo
cate

on the other side, settle the deal wth their <consent, if it is in the best interest
of the parties. Even
ot herw se, t he representatives of t he parties will general ly act in consul t

ation with their Advocat es

with a viewto secure the best price. |If they succeed in their effort, it may not be necessar
y for us to go

on further with this petition. |In case of any difficulty, liberty to the parties to approach
this Court.

We only wish that the parties should al so nake efforts to settle all other disp
utes between

them t hrough their counsel

Let this matt er come up on 11th January, 2007 when we sha
I consi der what further



orders may be passed. 1In case, in the neantinme the parties are able to secure a good buyer or
buyers

for the properties, and all the parties consent to the sale/sales being effected, they are at
liberty to get

the sal e deed/sal e deeds executed, and informthe Court accordingly.

(A ay Kr. Jain)
(Vi jay Dhawan)

Court Master
Court Master



