'l TEM NO. 101 COURT NO. 8 SECTI ON X'V

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Cl VI L APPEAL NO 2126-2127 OF 2001

N. Bl RENDRA S| NGH Appel | ant (s)

VERSUS

L. PRI YOKUMAR SI NGH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth application for intervention and office report)

W TH

Civil Appeal NO 2133 of 2001
Cvil Appeal NO 2132 of 2001
Cvil Appeal Nos.2128-2131 of 2001

(Wth office report)

Civil Appeal Nos.8510-8513 of 2001

Date: 22/02/2006 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE S.B. SINHA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. P. NACLEKAR
For Appellant(s) M. ML. Verma, Sr.Adv.

(in CA 2126-27/01 M. A CGuneshwar Sharna, Adv.
& CA 2132/01 M. Satya Mtra, Adv.

M. Ashok Kumar Shar ma, Adv.

(in CA 2133/01) M. V.N Ganpule, Sr.Adv.
M. David Rao, Adv.

M. Ashok Kumar Shar ma, Adv.

Ms. S. Janani, Adv.



(in CA 8510-13/01) M. Jaideep Gupta, Sr.Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. S.K Bhattacharya, Adv.

Ms. S. Janani, Adv.

M.

M.

Sapam Bi swaj i t, Adv.

Ashok Kumar Singh, Adv.

L. K. Paonam Adv.

Deepak Coel , Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

M. ML. Vermm, |earned senior

of the

counsel

appeari ng on behal f

appel l ants commenced argunents at 3.55 p.m and was on his | egs when

t he

Court rose for the day. The nmatter renmi ned part-heard.

(A S. BISHT)
AJ)

COURT MASTER

.2/ -

| TEM NO 101 COURT NO. 8

( PART- HEARD)

( PUSHAP LATA BHARDW

COURT MASTER

SECTI ON X'V

Date: 23/02/2006 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM AND APPEARANCE: SAME AS ON 22/ 02/ 2006



UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

M. M L. Ver ma, | ear ned seni or counsel appearin
g on behal f of

t he appel I ant (s) resuned argunent s at 10. 30 a.m and conc
uded at 11. 10

a.m Thereafter, Mb. S. Janani , | ear ned counsel appeari ng
for t he State

made arguments upto 11.25 a.m M. S.K Bhattacharya, |earned counse

appearing on behalf of the respondent(s) nmade arguments from11.25 a.m

to 11. 40 a.m M. Jai deep Qupt a, | ear ned seni or counsel
appeari ng on

behal f of t he appel I ant (s) made argunent s for about five

ni nut es.
Thereafter, M. M L. Ver g, | ear ned seni or counsel made h
is reply
submi ssions for about 15 m nutes.
Application for intervention is rejected.
Argument s concl uded. Judgment reserved. Witten subm ssion
to

be filed by 27th February, 2006

(A.S. BISHT) (PUSHAP LATA BHARDWAJ

COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



