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              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).6047/2005

(From the judgement and order dated 21/02/2005 in  CWP No. 8512/2003  of The HIGH COURT OF

PUNJAB  & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

SUDHA SURI                                                  Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

SARLA GOPALAN & ORS.                                        Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for directions and prayer for interim relief and office report )

WITH S.L.P.(C) NO. 6050 of 2005

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 13/07/2005  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE P. VENKATARAMA REDDI

        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE C.K. THAKKER

For Petitioner(s)                                  Mr. Mukul Rohtagi, Sr.Adv.

                      Mr. Suresh Chandra Tripathy,Adv.

                     

For Respondent(s)                                  Mr. G.E. Vahanvati, SG.

                                                   Mr. A. Mariarputham, Adv.

                                                   Ms. Aruna Mathur, Adv.

                      M/S Arputham,Aruna & Co.,Adv.

                      Mr. Ashok K. Mahajan ,Adv

                                                   Mr. Maninder Singh, Adv.

                                                   Ms. Prathiba M. Singh, Adv.



                                                   Mr. Angad Mirdha, Adv.

                                                   Mr. Saurabh Mishra, Adv.

                                                                  : 2 :

                               UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                                         O R D E R 

                             Three weeks’ time is granted to respondent No.1 to file counter-a
ffidavit.

                             Learned   senior   counsel   appearing   for   the   petitioner  
 states   that   the

              unserved   respondents,   who   are   members   of   the   Governing   Body,   a
re   not   necessary

              parties and, therefore, he proposes to delete their names from the array of the 
parties.

              The petitioner is permitted to do so at her risk. 

                             Pending   further  orders,   the   person   who  was  holding   t
he   office  of  Dean

              prior to the order of the High Court shall  assume as Dean.  This is subject to 
 further

              orders of this Court.

     (PAWAN KUMAR)                                                                     (PUSHAP
  LATA BHARDWAJ)

      COURT MASTER                                                                        COUR
T MASTER


