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On the tast date of ieanng Eamed counset for Rgpondent No.l hasrcquesed ror sorne dme ro seer ,nst uctons wrth ,"9".0 t" o,'"i,".*i,",ii 6r iiiJamount 0r gGuity witn Intered to rne apptiGnr Mls S;dtu n. ruunO" inJjo, odr?Fgat heir r'4r. Rdkesh R. Nand after dccepiing indemntry bond. reahed co;nset f;;
fspondent No.l has raised \,?rious issJes inctuding the iore or pavln"nt r,*.oarready be€n mad.o to respondent No.2 on 21.7.20i5 a;o u,"i inJ-oiip"il ,i""imreFse_ ElFt heirs. Leam€d couns€r drso praced retrance on sedjon 214 of;ehdian Successon Act dnd argr:eo Oe coLrrt nuy not pass any oecree unress ttre Wrii
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On b€half of Respondent No. 2 Crq No.51/2015 was hightighted whjch is
perEhg consid€ratlon of his Eoad al€ling breach of terms of setuement dat€<t
3.9.2012. Anouler appric.tion CA No.1l2l2015 is also pending €onsderaton which
nas fired by r€soondent No,2 as we[.

Keeping in view the aforesaid facls leamed couns€l for the parttE agreed tl|at
C,l No. 51 and 132 may atso b€ taken up wth the instant application and de deoded
nnaly. rne €cord conceming tne aforesad cAs is pending wth Mumbai bench. The
encn omcer E dfected to requisition the 6te5 of both c, wtthin l0 days atongwith
me wnore €cord and the arguments in a[ three apptications shal be heard boo€it|er.

Ust agein on 25.4.2016.t 10.30 am.
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