“ITEM NO.6 COURT NO.9 SECTION XVII

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).7248/2005
(From the judgement and order dated 28/01/2005 in CA No. 34/2003 of The COMMISSSION AT

MONOPOLIES & RESTRICTIVE TRADE PRACTICES)

HALDOR TOPSOE A.S. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
SUD-CHEMIE INDIA (P) LTD. & ORS. Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report )

Date: 27/01/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.B. SINHA

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P.K. BALASUBRAMANYAN

For Petitioner(s) Mr.A.K. Ganguly,Sr.Adv.
Mr.Vivek Thankha, Sr.Adv.
Mr.Summet Kachwaha, Adv.
Mr. Darmendra, Adv.

Ms. Meenakshi Arora,Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mr. Harish N. Salve, Sr.Adv.
Mr.A.N.Hasker, Sr.Adv.
Mr.Aditya Narain, Adv.
Mr. Rahul Prasanna Dave,Adv.
Mr. R.R.David, Adv.

Ms.Archana Vaidyanathan, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

ORDER

Let notice be served upon respondent No.3. Dasti service, in add
ition, permitted.



So far as service of notice upon respondent no. 4 is con
cerned, Mr.A.K.Ganguli,

learned senior counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner states that as the first responde
nt before the

Commission did not claim any relief against it, it is not necessary to proceed against respond
ent No. 4.

Name of respondent No. 4 be expunged from the array of parties at the risk of the petitioner.

Put up on 20.2.2006 for final disposal.

(Meenu Sethi) (Pushap Lata Bha
rdwaj)

Court Master Court Master



