TI' TEM NO 10 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON XVI |

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I.A NOCS.14-19 IN CVIL APPEAL NCS. 4518-4523 OF 2010

M S TATA MOTCRS LTD. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
M'S NALI NI PROPERTIES (P) LTD. & ANR ETC. Respondent ( s)

(For stay and office report)
Date: 26/07/2010 These Matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SWATANTER KUVAR

For Applicant/
Appel I ant ('s)

Harish N Sal ve, Sr. Adv.

A.M Singhvi, Sr. Adv.

Si dharth Lut hra, Adv.

Ruby Si ngh Ahuj a, Adv.

Manu Aggar wal , Adv.

Jatin Mongi a, Adv.

R N. Karanj awal a, Adv.

Mani k Kar anj awal a, Adv.

r M s. Karanjawal a & Co., Advs.

FSSSFSTES

—
o

For Respondent (s) M. Shyam Di van, Sr. Adv.
M. Gaurav Agrawal , Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

On goi ng through the interlocutory
applications, we find that requisite avernments do
not exist. In the circunstances, |earned senior
counsel, prays for withdrawal of the interlocutory
appl i cation. The interlocutory application is,
accordingly, dismssed as w thdrawn. We her eby
give pernmission to the appellant to file a fresh
i nterlocutory application.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ Madhu Saxena ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar
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