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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).32019/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 26/02/2010 in FA  No.

113/ 2010 of The H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

SUSHI LA RANI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

MUKESH KUVAR & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
Date: 04/07/ 2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A. K. PATNAI K

Pratik Mttal, Adv.
Satya Prakash Yadav, Adv.
Debasi s M sra, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

For Respondent (s) Aj ay Kunmar, Adv.
Kri shan Kumar, Adv.

Vipin Kumar Jai, Adv.

Ss5 558

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.

Appeal is allowed in terns of the signed

order. The orders dat ed 26. 2. 2010 and
16. 7. 2010 are set asi de and t he appeal is
restored to file of the Hi gh Court for disposa
on merits.
(Ravi P. Verma) ( MS. Negi )
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4985 OF 2011
[Arising out of SLP(C) No.32019/2010]

SUSHI LA RANL APPELLANT
Ver sus

MUKESH KUMAR & ORS. RESPONDENTS

ORDER

Leave granted.



2. The appel | ant filed a sui t for a per manent

i njunction. The trial Court disnissed the suit. The
first appeal filed by the appellant (FA NO 113/2010) was
di smi ssed by t he Hi gh Court on 26. 2. 2010 by t he

following single line order: ’'on account of m sconduct
of learned counsel for the appellant, this appeal is

di smi ssed’ . The recal | application filed has been
di sm ssed by another single Iine order dated 16.7.2010
as fol | ows: "1t is by way of puni shnent t he recal

application is rejected

3. Unfortunately, the H gh Court has not chosen to

di scl ose what was the m sconduct of the | earned counse

for t he appel | ant and why t he consequences t her eof
shoul d be visited on the appellant. We deprecate such

non-reasoned arbitrary orders when first appeal is a
matter of right.

4, Appeal is, therefore, allowed. The orders dated
26. 2.2010 and 16.7.2010 are set aside and the appeal is
restored to file of t he Hi gh Court for di sposal on
nmerits.
...................... J.

( R V. RAVEENDRAN )
New Del hi; . .. . J.
July 04, 2011. ( A K PATNAIK )



