
:IT E M NO.2                       COUR T NO.7                  S EC T I O N X

            S UP R E M E C O UR T OF I N D I A
                   R EC O R D OF P R OC E E D I N G S

                     IA 4 in W R I T P E T I T I O N (CIVI L) NO(s). 1 2 1 OF 2 0 0 0

HOW R A H PA R C E L (EAS T E R N RAI L W A Y ) & ORS.                          Petitioner(s)

                     VE R S U S

UNION OF INDI A AND OTH E R S                                     Respondent(s)

(For further direction and office report)

Date: 2 9 / 1 0 / 2 0 0 7   This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E G.P. MAT HU R
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E V.S. SI R P U R K A R

For Petitioner(s) Mr. L.N. Rao, Sr. Adv.
                          Mr. Dinesh Ku m a r Garg,Adv.
                          Mr. B.S. Billowria, Adv.
                          Mr. P aw a n Ku m a r , Adv.
                          Mr. Abhishek Garg, Adv.

For Respondent(s)              Mr. Vikas Singh, ASG
                               Ms. Anjani Aiyagar, Adv.
                               Ms. Alka Shar m a, Adv.
                    Mr. D.S. Mahra,Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                     OR D E R

                       I.A. No. 4 is dismissed in terms of signed order.

                (Pardeep Ku m a r)                         (Radha R. Bhatia)
                  Court Master                                 Court Master
                     [SIG N E D ORD E R IS P L A C E D ON TH E FI L E ]
                     IN TH E SUP R E M E COUR T OF INDI A

                    CIVI L ORI G I N A L JUR I S D I C T I O N

              I.A. NO. 4 IN W. P .(C) NO. 1 2 1 OF 2 0 0 0

HOW R A H PA R C E L (EAS T E R N RAI L W A Y ) & ORS.
...P E T I T I O N E R S

                    VER SUS

UNION OF INDI A AND OTH E R S                              ...R E S P O N D E N T S

                              OR D E R

          The     dispute     raised    in     the      application        involves

adjudication into disputed questions of fact which cannot be



adjudicated     in a miscellaneous        application.           I.A.   No.    4      is,

accordingly, dismissed without any adjudication on merits.                            It

will, however, be open to the petitioners to seek appropriate

remedy before the appropriate forum.

                                         .........................J.
                                         [ G.P. MATHU R ]

                                         .........................J.
                                         [ V.S. SI R P U R K A R ]
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