| TEM NO 102 COURT NO. 5 SECTION XI'I A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 7904-7912 CF 2012

A. P. | NDUSTRI AL | NFRASTRUCTURE CORPN. LTD. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
RAMESH SI NGH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for inpleadnment and recalling the <court’s order and wth

of fice report)

[Wth application for recalling the order dated 18.2.2011 & restore
order dt. 5.1.2005]

[Wth I.A No. 35 application for inpleadnent in C.A No. 7906/2012]
[Wth I.A No. 36 application for inpleadnent in C A No. 7908/ 2012]

Wth Civil Appeal NO 9317-9321 of 2012
(Wth office report)

Civil Appeal NO 7922-7923 of 2012
(Wth appln(s) for inpleadnment and with office report)

Cvil Appeal NO 7931 of 2012
(Wth office report)

Cvil Appeal NO 7930 of 2012
(Wth office report)

Cvil Appeal NO 7929 of 2012
(Wth appl n(s) for substitution and with office report)

Cvil Appeal NO 7932 of 2012
(Wth office report)

Cvil Appeal NO 7928 of 2012
(Wth office report)

Cvil Appeal NO 7927 of 2012
(Wth office report)

Cvil Appeal NO 7926 of 2012
(Wth appl n(s) for substitution and with office report)

WTH G vil Appeal NO 5822 of 2013
(Wth office report)

Date: 03/10/2013 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B.S. CHAUHAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE S. A. BOBDE
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For the parties:

A. K. Gnguli, Sr. Adv.

Y. Raja Gopal a Rao, Adv.
Y. Vismai Rao, Adv.

H tendera Nath Rath, Adv.
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A. Subba Rao, Adv.

t he



Gunt ur Prabhakar, Adv.

Mahavi r Singh, Sr. Adv.
Varun Thakur, Adv.

Shar dha Saran, Adv.
Vari nder Kumar S, Adv.
Shiv Sagar Tiwari, Adv.
State of A P. C. K. Sucharita , Adv
Rum Chanda, Adv.

s. S. Usha Reddy, Adv.
D. Bharat Kumar, Adv.
Joydi p Roy, Adv.
Abhijit Sengupta, Adv.

S. T.T.K Deepak & Co.
Venkat eswara Rao Anunpol u, Adv.

Ss 555 = 5% 55755 %

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

It was mentioned by Ms. Y. Vismai Rao, |learned counsel
appearing for one of the appellant (A P.Industrial Infrastructure
Corporation Ltd.) that Advocate on Record is not well. More so,
it has been pointed out that there is no urgency in the matter as
the interimorder passed earlier has already been vacat ed.

In view of the above, |Ilist the appeals in the usual
cour se.

(O P. Sharnma) (MS. Negi)
Court Master Court Master



