
\202ITEM NO.8                    COURT NO.11                     SECTION IVB

              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 (Civil) No(s).11588/2003

(From the judgement and order dated 22/07/2002 in  CWP No. 10217/2002

of The HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

UNION OF INDIA                                              Petitioner

(s)

                        VERSUS

PANKAJ SAXENA & ANR.                                        Respondent

(s)

(With appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and prayer for interim relief

and office report ))

WITH S.L.P.(C) NO. 21469 of 2004

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

S.L.P.(C) NO. 3993 of 2005

(With appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP)

(With office report)

S.L.P.(C) NO. 7590 of 2004

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)



Date: 18/04/2005  These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.P. SINGH

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR

For Petitioner(s)         Mr. R.Mohan, ASG

                          Ms. Sandhya Goswami, Adv.

                          Mr. B.K.Prasad, Adv.

                          Mrs. Kiran Bhardwaj, Adv.

                          Mr. A.Rao, Adv.

                          Mrs Anil Katiyar,Adv.

                          Mr. Shreekant N. Terdal

For Respondent(s)         Mr. S. Muralidhar,Adv.

                     

                          Mr. A.Mariarputham, Adv.

Ms. Aruna Mathur, Adv.

M/S Arputham,Aruna & Co. ,Adv

                                 ...2/-

                                      -2-

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 



           Learned   ASG   appearing   on   behalf   of   the   Union   of   India

  states   that   the   respondents   have   produced   before   this   Court

  Annexures   R-4   and   R-5   which   seem   to   suggest   that   Union   of   India

  has   accepted   the   contention   of   the   respondents.   He   wishes   to

  verify   whether   there   is   any   further   correspondence   on   this

  subject.

           Put up in the week of 9th May, 2005. 

(SUKHBIR PAUL KAUR)                                      (VIJAY DHAWAN)

COURT MASTER                                              COURT MASTER


