
ITEM NO.44               COURT NO.8               SECTION IX

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  No(s).  27695/2019

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  17-09-2019
in WP No. 2652/2018 passed by the High Court Of Judicature At
Bombay)

B.Y.L. NAIR HOSPITAL & ANR.                        Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

LEENA SHAMJI MARU & ORS.                           Respondent(s)
 
Date : 25-11-2019 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHUSHAN
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.R. SHAH

For Petitioner(s) Mr. A.N.S. Nadkarni, ASG
Mr. Arzu Paul, Adv.
Ms. Pallavi Pratap, Adv.
Ms. Neema, Adv.
For M/S. Pratap  And Co.

                   
For Respondent(s)
                    
         UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following

                             O R D E R

The  special  leave  petition  having  been  filed  against  an

interim order passed by the High Court, we are not inclined to

entertain the special leave petition.

The special leave petition is accordingly dismissed.

Mr. A.N.S. Nadkarni, learned ASG submits that the amount of

Rs.10 lacs, as per the judgment of the High Court, has already been

deposited before senior master of the Court.  He submits that the

petitioners pray that the amount of interest, which shall accrue on

the said deposit, shall be paid to the respondents herein (the

original petitioners in the writ petition) without prejudice to
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their rights in the pending writ petition.  We give liberty to the

petitioners  to  make  an  appropriate  application  before  the  High

Court which may be considered and order be passed.  We make it

clear that it is for the High Court to consider the matter and take

an  appropriate  decision  in  accordance  with  law.   We,  however,

observe that the writ petition be decided without being influenced

by any of the observations made in the impugned judgment.

Mr. Nadkarni submits that the contempt proceedings had already

been  initiated.   We,  observe  that  till  the  application  of  the

petitioners  with  regard  to  which  liberty  has  been  granted,  is

finally  decided,  the  contempt  proceedings  be  not  proceeded  any

further.

(MEENAKSHI  KOHLI)                              (RENU KAPOOR)
  COURT MASTER     COURT MASTER 
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