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SUPREME COURT BAR ASSOC!I ATI ON & ORS. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

B. D. KAUSHI K Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln.(s) for directions and office report)

WTH C. A No.3402/2003
(Wth appln.(s) for directions and vacating stay and office report)

C.P. (O No.45/2012 in C. A No.3401/2003

Dat e: 24/04/ 2012 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ALTAMAS KABI R
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR

For Appellant(s)/ M. Ashok Desai, Sr. Adv.
Appl i cant M. Raj esh Aggarwal, AOR
Ms. Midul Aggarwal, Adv.

In CP 45/12 M. N Rajaranman, AOR

Di nesh Dwivedi, Sr. Adv.
Arun Kumar, Adv.

Ranj eet Sharma, Adv.

Par eena Swar oop, Adv.
Yugal Kishor, Adv.

Vi bhakar M sra, Adv.
M1lind Kumar, AOR

For Respondent (s)
For GBM of SCBA
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In CA 3402/03 Caveat or-i n- person
For SCBA (Non- AOR) S.P. Singh, Sr. Adv.
B. K. Choudhary, Adv.
D. K. Thakur, Adv.
Brahnjit M shra, Adv.
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Rakshit Bharti, Adv.
Par ranand Pandey, AOR
For SCPLF Ravi Shankar Kumar, Adv.
B. P. Yadav, Adv.

Raj esh Ranj an Raj esh, Adv.
Bal deo Atrey, Adv.

Ni tin Kumar Thakur, ACR
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M. Gaurav Bhatia, Adv.
M. Dinesh Kumar Garg, AOR



Shivaji M Jadhav, AOR
Ashok Arora, Adv.
Balraj S. Malik, Adv.

K. G Bhagat, Adv.
M S. Bakshi, Adv.
S. S. Dahiya, Adv.
Sangeeta Gaur, Adv.
Di viya, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

W have heard | earned counsel on |I.A No.4 of 2012.
Let the matter be listed 'for judgnent’ on 7th May, 2012.

In the meantine, the notices dated 23rd March, 2012
and 18th April, 2012, indicating that a General Body Meeting
is to be held on 25th April, 2012, shall remain stayed.

I.A No..... of 2012 in C. A Nos.3401-3402 of 2003

On nmentioning, let this interlocutory application be
t aken on board.
Havi ng heard M. Manohar Lal Sharma, | earned Advocate
appearing in person, we are of the view that the sanme is not
mai nt ai nabl e under Order 9 Rule 13 C. P.C W are not,
t her ef or e, i nclined to entertain t he interlocutory
application and the sane is di sm ssed.
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(Chetan Kumar) (Jugi nder Kaur)
Court Master Assi stant Regi strar



