"I TEM NO 51 COURT NO. 4 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
I A 9/2010 in ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2159 OF 2008
H MALAYAN | NSTI TUTE HOSPI TAL TRUST & ANR Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
MOHI T KUMAR & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for clarification/nodification of court’s order and
of fice report)

Dat e: 08/ 02/ 2010 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
For Appellant(s) M. Vijay Hansaria, Sr. Adv.
M. Sanj eev Agarwal , Adv.
M. Yunus Malik, Adv.
M. Prashant Chaudhary, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Respondent - | n- Per son
M. Ashok K. Mahajan, Adv.
M. Chanshyam Joshi, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
I.A is disposed of in terns of the signed order.
( Ravi P. Verma ) ( MS. Negi )
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed order is placed on the file]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
I.A. NO 9 COF 2009
I'N
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2159 COF 2008
HI MALAYAN I NSTI TUTE HOSPITAL L. ... APPELLANT( S)
TRUST & ANR
Ver sus
MOHI T KUMAR & ORS. L RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER
Thi s . A is filed seeki ng clarifications/

nmodi fications in regard to the final order dated 27.3.2008



passed in Civil Appeal No.2159 of 2008.

2. Lear ned counsel for t he appel l ants i nter alia
subnmitted that the respondents are not cooperating with the
Court for early disposal of the suits as directed by this

Court.

3. The first respondent, who appears in person, states
that he has al ways cooperated with the Court and he has not
been the cause for the matters being adjourned. He al so

assures of utnost cooperation for the early disposal of the

matters.
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4, In view of the above, we do not find any reason to
i ssue any clarification. The question of nodification does
not ari se. Recor di ng t he submi ssi on made by t he first

respondent on behalf of his group that there will be tota
co-operation for expeditious disposal of the matters, |.A

i s di sposed of.

5. It is needless to say that if the Court seized of

the matters, at any stage is of the view that any party is

unnecessarily draggi ng on t he pr oceedi ngs or is
del i berately adopting delaying tactics, it may resort to

such steps as is pernmissible in |law, against such parties.

New Del hi; e J.
February 08, 2010. ( K 'S. RADHAKRI SHNAN )



