| TEM NO. 1 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON X

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
A No.6 AND 2-5 INWRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 926 OF 1988

CONSUMER ACTI ON GROUP & ANR. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF TAM LNADU & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Review Petition 89/2001 converted into |I.A No.6 passed in |I.A No.2 and nodification of court’
s
order dt.18.8.2001 and office report)

Date: 22/11/2005 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON' BLE MRS. JUSTI CE RUVA PAL
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE AR LAKSHMANAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI

For Petitioner(s)
M . Dayan Krishnan, Adv.
M. N khil Nayyar, Adv.
M . Gaut am Nar ayan, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
M . A V. Rangam Adv.
M . A Mari ar put ham Adv.

M. Krishnanurt hi Swam , Adv.

M. S.R Setia, Adv.

M's. Shiel Sethi, Adv.



M. Anbrish Kumar, Adv.

Ms. Kamaekshi S. Mehlwal, Adv.
Ms. Janaki Ramachandran, Adv.
M. K K Mni, Adv.

M. Sudarsh Menon, Adv.

M. V. Krishna Mirthy, Adv.
M. R Ayyam Perumal, Adv.
M. V.G Pragasam Adv.

M. MA. Krishna Morthy, Adv.
| n- person

M s. Revat hy Raghavan, Adv.

M . Gopal Jain, Adv.
Ms.Snriti Mshra, Adv.
Ms. Nandini Gore, Adv.

. V. Prabhakar, Adv.

.R S. Krishna Kunmar, Adv.
. Asok K. Sadhu Khan, Adv.
M K. D. Nanboodiri, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Pl ace the matter for hearing.

As far as non-service is concerned, the question of the necessity to serve the

respondents will be considered at the tinme of hearing.

( Satish K. Yadav ) ( Madhu Saxena )

Court Master Court Master






