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Sarvesh Bhardwaj, |ntervenor-in-person

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

It is subnmitted by M. Narsinmha, |earned ASG that he has got
a series of affidavits and he would Iike to scan through them and,
if necessary, file a conprehensive affidavit which will facilitate
fram ng of a schene.

At this juncture, we are obliged to state that a submission is
conversed by M. Dhavan, |earned senior counsel appearing for one
M. Surendra Nath, who assunes hinself to be the mahant, that no
scheme can be framed by this Court in exercise of power under
Article 142 of the Constitution of India or otherwise in view of
the specific provisions under the Charitable and Religious Trusts
Act, 1920 and Section 92 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908. W
will deal with this issue along with other issues so that the
matter can finally be disposed of. However, M. Dhavan, | earned
seni or counsel appearing for the said Surendra Nath, have to
satisfy in respect of six issues, nanely :

i) When does a mamhant cone in?



(ii) Can there be a nahant without a math?

(rii) What is the concept of a math?

(iv) What is the difference between a tenple and a mat h?

(v) Whet her anybody can assune or claimhinself to be a mahant
wi t hout any ki nd of ' Quru-Shishya Paranpara’ ?

(vi) What is the |l ocus of a mahant in such kind of things, if

there is a mahant in a nmath?

Ms. Pinky Anand, |earned Additional Solicitor Ceneral
appearing for the NCR of Del hi shall obtain instructions in the
matter, whether the State CGovernnment shall conceive of a
| egislation so that the 'Kal kaji Tenple' can properly be nanaged.
The aforesaid direction is issued without prejudice to the
contentions to be raised by the parties.

Let the natter be listed on 8th July, 2015.

(Gul shan Kumar Arora) (H. S. Parasher)
Court Master Court Master



