| TEM NO 1 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON XI'V

SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (O No(s) . 23901/ 2007

(Arising out of inpugned final judgrment and order dated 12/10/2007
in LPA No. 1273/ 2007 passed by the High Court O Delhi At N

Del hi)

NORTH DELH POAER LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

NATHU RAM & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(office report for direction)

Date : 08/12/2014 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ADARSH KUMAR GCEL
For Petitioner(s) M. Abhay Kumar, Adv.
M. Khalid Akhtar, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Bhim Sen, Adv.
M. Raj Kuanr Kaushi k, Adv.
M's. Shally Bhasin Maheshwari, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
On 19th Septenber, 2014 M. Nagendra Rai, |earned
seni or counsel appearing for the petitioner-conpany nmade
a statement to the effect that the amount has al ready
Signature Not Verified been di shursed to respondent No.1- Nathu Ram The SLP
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Reason:

was on that statenment disnissed | eaving the question of

| aw rai sed | eft open. Ofice report now indicates that
a sum of Rs. 1, 09, 498/ - deposited by t he
2

petitioner-conpany is lying in fixed deposit which is

mat uri ng

on 26.12.2014. The Regi stry has sought a

direction regardi ng the disbursenent of the said anmount.

Learned counsel for the petitioner-conpany subnmits

that although the anpbunt was not actually disbursed to

respondent No. 1-Nat hu Ram as stated on behal f of the



petitioner-conpany earlier the sane coul d be disbursed
but for the fact that Nat hu Ram t he enpl oyee concer ned
has passed away on 11.01.2008. Qur attention has al so
been drawn to two applications seeking substitution in

pl ace of t he deceased Nat hu Ram One of t hese
applications is filed by Shri Kanhaiya Lal who clains on

the basis of a WIIl allegedly executed in his favour

while the other is filed on behalf of the w dow and two

sons |left behind by Nathu Lal. W are also informed by

| earned counsel for the parties that Kanhai ya Lal has
instituted probat e pr oceedi ngs before t he District
Court, Tis Hazari Court, Delhi where the wi dow and sons

of Nathu Ram are al so parti es. Whet her or not the

anmount in question can be paid to Kanhaiya Lal who
clains on the basis of the WII therefore would depend

upon whet her Probate Court grants a probate in his

favour. It is in that view proper to direct transfer
of the anmount lying in deposit together with interest

accrued on the sane to the Court seized of the probate
3

pr oceedi ngs instituted by Kanhai ya Lal , who shal
di sburse the anount to the successful party in the said
pr oceedi ngs. The Registry to do the needful

We order accordingly.

(Shashi Sar een) (Veena Kher a)
Court Master Court Master



