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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Gwvil)...... /2009
CC 12689- 12692/ 2009

(From the judgenent and order dated 29/05/2009 in RSA No. 1371/2008
& RSA No. 1372/2008 & CM No. 10677/2008 & CM No. 10678/ 2008 of The
H GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

BANK OF | NDI A Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
JUGAL KI SHORE & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for permission to file SLP and office report ))

WTH S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 12900-12903 of 2009
(Wth appln(s) for permission to file SLP and office report )

Dat e: 31/08/ 2009 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY
For Petitioner(s) G E. Vahanvati, AG
Lalit Bhasin, Adv.
Ni na Gupta, Adv.
Mudi t Sharnma, Adv.
Swi gi n George, Adv.
I shita Sehgal, Adv.
Bi na Gupt a, Adv.
For Respondent (s) G L. Rawal, Sr. Adv.
Kuljit Rawal, Adv.
Ashwani Kumar , Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
SLP(C)...CC NO 12689-12692/ 2009
Permission to file SLPs granted.

The petitioner Bank sought i mpl eadnent as a

subsequent nortgagee in a second appeal agai nst a decree

for specific perfornance. The application was rejected

and t he second appeal was al so di sm ssed. Aggri eved by

its non-inpleadnent, the Bank has filed this SLP
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The petitioner Bank admttedly has initiated

proceedi ngs before the Debt Recovery Tri bunal and has

also initiated action against the Securitazation Act. It
is open to the Bank to take all steps to recover the
anounts said to be due to it, by pursuing the sane in
accordance with | aw

As t he Bank seeks relief agai nst t he property
which is the subject matter of the decree for specific
performance of an agreenent of sale which is prior to the
| ease in favour of t he bor r owner and t he nor t gage in
favour of the Bank, it is open to the Bank to inplead the



purchaser and establish its right, if it has any right.
The non-inpl eadment in the second appeal will not cone in
its way.

Therefore, we find no reason to interfere with the
i mpugned order of the High Court by which the application
of the Bank for inpleadment has been rejected and appeal
has been di smi ssed. The speci al | eave petitions
therefore rejected.

SLP(QO)..... CC. NO. 12900- 12903/ 2009

Perm ssion to file SLPs refused.

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( MS Negi )
Court Master Court Master



