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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Cvil) No(s).26 911/ 20038

(From the judgenent and order dated 30/ 07/ 2008 inSANo. 353/ 2006
& CANo. 4337/ 2006 of The HGHCOURT OF BOMB AY AT AURAN GA B AD

KANCHESHWARCJI ORVEKAR(D TR LRS. &GOCRS Petitioner(s)
VER SUS
VI JAYBHAS KA RRENGHE & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief )
Date: 21/ 11/ 20038 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM: HONBL EMR JUSTI CERV. RAVEENDRAN
HONBLEM JUSTI CEJ M PANCHAL

For Petitioner(s) M. Anil S. Bajaj, Adv.
M. S. P . Adgaonk a r, Adv.
M. Anjani Ku ma r Jh a, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

W find no reason to interfere as t he SLP is agai nst
conditions inposed while granting stay of execution of the decree

sought by the petitioner.

Learned counsel for the petitioner, however, pointed out that
as a condition for grant of stay the High Court has directed furnishing
of security for past me s ne pr of it s to the satisfaction of the trial Court.
According to him this is not called for as the trial Court had
specifically rejected the prayer for past me s n e pr of it s and the first

appel late Court had not interfered with the sane.

The order shows that what the H gh Court apparently
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i ntended was that appellant should furnish security for the me s n e
pr of it s fromthe date of suit. However, as the word 'past’ is likely to
cause sone confusion, it is open to the petitioners to approach the

H gh Court for clarification in that behalf.



Wth t he sai d observati on, t he speci al | eave petition is

di sm ssed.

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( Anand Si ngh )
Court Master Court Master



