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 LAKSHMI MURDESHWAR PURI   .....Petitioner 

Through: Mr. Maninder Singh, Sr. Adv. with 

Ms. Meghna Mishra, Ms. Palak 

Sharma, Mr. Shreyansh Rathi, Mr. R. 

Mohan and Mr. Amarpal Singh, 

Advs. 

    versus 

 

 SAKET GOKHALE     .....Respondent 

Through: Mr. Amarjit Singh Bedi and Mr. 

Harsha Vinoy, Advs. along with 

Respondent in-person. 

 CORAM: 

 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANISH DAYAL 

    O R D E R 

%    09.05.2025 

  

1. Pursuant to the previous order, Mr. Saket Gokhale, Respondent, is 

present in Court. 

2. On 28th February 2025, the Court had issued directions to the 

respondent to be present in Court on the next date of hearing. 

3. On 15th April 2025, when the matter came up, it was mentioned by the 

counsel for the respondent that the respondent is unwell and is undergoing 

COVID test, but no medical documents had been presented; direction was 

given that same will be filed within the next two days. 

4. Mr. Amarjit Singh Bedi, Counsel appears on behalf of Mr. Saket 

Gokhale and states that the same was not filed and has handed them up to 
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the Court today. 

5. From what has been handed up to the Court, it is noted that it is just 

booking of a Covid test, however, no report is appended. 

6. Counsel for the respondent states that the report was negative, and, 

therefore, it has not been appended. The Court is surprised at this assertion 

and the callous manner in which directions of the Court are being dealt with. 

7. The basic issue arises out of alleged wilful disobedience of a 

judgment of this Court dated 01st July 2024 in CS(OS) 300/2021. 

8. The suit was decreed in the following terms: 
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9. It is an admitted position that no steps were taken by the respondent to 

challenge the same till recently, when they filed the application under Order 

IX Rule 13 of CPC, in January 2025.   

10. A condonation of delay application was also filed stating the reasons 

why there was delay in filing the said application. The said application has 

now been dismissed by a detailed judgment of a Coordinate Bench of this 

Court dated 02nd May 2025. 

11. Mr. Maninder Singh, Senior Counsel for the petitioner, has drawn 

attention of this Court to various passages of this judgment inter alia 

extracted as under: 
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12. From a perusal of the judgment, it is clear that ithe Coordinate Bench 

of this Court, has taken into account and discussed/ analyzed in extenso 

submissions made by the respondent with regard to the reasons why the suit 

was disposed of ex parte. 

13. Mr. Amarjit Singh Bedi, Counsel for the respondent, states that they 
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are in the process of filing an appeal against the same and the period of 

limitation of the said appeal is still subsisting. 

14. Counsel for the respondent states, on instructions of the respondent, 

that they are ready to give their apology in a sealed cover in the terms as 

decreed to the Court, which can later be published, subject to the result of 

the appeal, if and when they file it, within the statutory period. 

15. As regards the damages which have been decreed, he states that the 

same has been secured by virtue of an attachment order passed in Execution 

Petition No.112/2024 by order dated 24th April 2025. 

16. Mr. Maninder Singh, Senior Counsel for the petitioner, however, 

contends that the attachment in question is only of the salary and there are 

various accounts which have not been disclosed by the respondent. 

17. He states that as regards the statutory period of limitation for 

respondent to challenge the decree, the same expired in August 2024 itself. 

Moreover, considering a detailed decision has been given by the Court 

dismissing the Order IX Rule 13 CPC application, the apology ought to be 

published. 

18. In view of the above facts and circumstances, in the opinion of this 

Court, there is no reason why the Court should take the apology in a sealed 

cover and then wait for the result of an appeal against the dismissal of Order 

IX Rule 13 CPC application, as and when the appeal is filed and 

adjudicated. Considering that the decree was passed in July 2024, no 

challenge was preferred in the statutory period, the challenge which was 

finally preferred was dimissed with a detailed judgment, and the respondent 

has simply tarried, ligered and procrastinated, but still not complied with the 

judgment/decree. 
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19. The respondent is a Parliamentarian and a reputed member of the 

society. More than ten months have passed and till date there is no order that 

they have secured from the Court which would impede the compliance of 

the judgment/decree dated 01st July 2024. 

20. Accordingly, the proposal of placing the apology in a sealed cover is 

rejected and the apology as directed by the judgment/decree shall be 

published within the next two weeks, in the manner decreed. 

21. As regards the other aspects of the matter relating to wilful non-

compliance, they shall be considered subsequently after hearing the parties 

on these aspects. 

22. List on 12th September 2025. 

23. Order be uploaded on the website of this Court. 

 

ANISH DAYAL, J 

MAY 9, 2025/MK 
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