b(1 TEM NO. 64 REG STRAR COURT. 1 SECTI ON XVI |
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 686 OF 2008

BEFORE THE REG STRAR P. R BORA

M S ACC LTD. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
D.G (1&R) NEWDELH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for anendnent of cause title)

W TH
Cvil Appeal NO. 1003 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Gvil Appeal NO. 1004 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Gvil Appeal NO. 1007 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Cvil Appeal NO. 1055 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Gvil Appeal NO. 1084 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Gvil Appeal NO. 1092 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Cvil Appeal NO. 1261 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Gvil Appeal NO. 1262 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Gvil Appeal NO. 1294 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Cvil Appeal NO. 1306 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Gvil Appeal NO. 1335 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Gvil Appeal No. 1336 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Cvil Appeal NO. 1348 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Givil Appeal NO. 1443 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Gvil Appeal NO. 2467 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Cvil Appeal NO. 2792 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Gvil Appeal NO. 2793 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Gvil Appeal NO. 2794 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Cvil Appeal NO. 2802 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
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Cvil Appeal NO. 2933 of 2008
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
Gvil Appeal NO. 3449 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)
Gvil Appeal NO. 3568 of 2008

(Wth of fice report)



Givil Appeal NO. 3612 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)

G vil Appeal NO. 4898 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)

Cvil Appeal NO. 876 of 2008
(Wth office report)

Gvil Appeal NO. 899 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)

G vil Appeal NO. 953 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)

Cvil Appeal NO. 956 of 2008
(Wth office report)

Gvil Appeal NO. 957 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)

G vil Appeal NO. 962 of 2008
(Wth of fice report)

Cvil Appeal NO. 970 of 2008
(Wth office report)

Gvil Appeal NO. 975 of 2008

(Wth of fice report)

Date: 23/11/2011 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

For Appell ant(s)

U. A. Rana, Adv.

Gagrat & Co., Adv.

Neha Agarwal , Adv.

E. C. Agrawal a, Adv.
Saanj h N Purohit, Adv.
Suresh A. Shroff & Co.
Peeush Sharnma, Adv.
Pranod B. Agarwal a, Adv.
Mani sh CGupta, ADv.
Sudhi r Kumar Gupt a, Adv.
O P. (aggar, Adv.

Yash Pal Dhingra, Adv.
Raj esh Kunar, Adv.

Hari Shankar K, Adv.

Raj an Nar ai n, Adv.

Vi bha Datta Makhij a, Adv.
Pawan Upadhyay, Adv.
Sharm | a Upadhyay, Adv.
Nitin Mshra, Adv.
S. Khaitan & Co., Adv.
Ni ti sh Massay, Adv.

$3355.3. .32,
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For Respondent (s)
M. Prem Prakash, Adv.
M. B. Krishna Prasad , Adv
Ms Mani k Karanj awal a , Adv
M Peeush Sharnma, Adv.
M. Pranod B. Agarwal a , Adv
MS Gagrat & Co., Adv.
Ms S Usha Reddy, Adv.
Ms Sudha Pal, Adv.
Ms. Sushma Suri, Adv.
M. Vishwajit Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER



The I d. Counsel appeari ng for t he parties
brought to ny notice that there are sone discrepancies in
todays’ office report. It is subnmitted that though in G vi
Appeal No. 2794/ 2008 service is conmpl ete and even
pl eadi ngs have been conpleted, in the office report it has
been subnitted that the service is inconplete.
It is further submitted that in Cvil Appeal No.975
and 1294 of 2008, t hough pl eadi ngs have not yet
conmpl eted, direction has been given for filing statenment of
case. In view of such statenent, the section officials are
directed to verify the facts stated in the office report
dated 22.11.2011 and subnit a fresh report.
Li st again on 6.1.2012.
(P. R BORA)
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