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ORAL JUDGMENT

1. The suit   is of the year 1996 and it is stated that 

hearing  has  already  commenced.   The  interim  relief 

granted  earlier  has  been   continued  since  1996. 

Considering  the  fact  that  the  hearing  has  already 

commenced, it will be in the interest of justice to direct 

the trial court to hear the suit expeditiously, and in the 

meanwhile the interim relief granted by this Court shall 

continue.

2.  The trial court will  decide the suit, as expeditiously 

as  possible,  but  not  later  than  six  months  from today, 

without being influenced by the interim orders. Since the 

suit  is  already being heard,  this Court  has not entered 

into the merits of the case.

3.     Rule is made absolute to the above extent with no 

order as to costs.  Direct service is permitted. 

(G.R.UDHWANI, J.) 
syed/

Page  2 of  2


