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| TEM NO. 42 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON XI'V
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
IA 1 OF 2012 in
ClVIL APPEAL NOs. 3401 & 3402 COF 2003
SUPREME COURT BAR ASSCCI ATI ON & ORS. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
B. D. KAUSH K Respondent ( s)

( for directions and office report ))
W TH Connt . Pet. (C) No. 45/ 2012 in C. A Nos. 3401 & 3402 OF 2003

Date: 03/02/ 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)/

Appl i cant M. Hari sh N. Salve, Sr. Adv.
(AOR Asscn.) M. Sushi |l Kumar Jain, Adv.
M. Shivaji M Jadhav, ACR
M . L. N. Singh, Adv.
M. Garvesh Kabra, Adv.
M. Chandra Bhushan Prasad, Adv.
Ms. A. Radha Kri shnan, Adv.
M. Neeraj Shekhar, Adv.
M. M S. Bakshi, Adv.
M. S. S. Dahiya, Adv.
M. |.S. Bakshi, Adv.
Ms. Sangeeta Jain, Adv.
For SCBA EC M. Ashok Desai, Sr. Adv.
M. Ani | Dhawan, Sr. Adv.
M. Raj esh Aggar wal , AOR
Ms. M i dul Aggarwal, Adv.
M. Sateesh Glla, Adv.
M. Parvin Kumar Miutreja, Adv.
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M . Abhi nav Singh, Adv.
For M. N Raja Raman, AOR

M. Ashok Arora, Ex-Secretary, SCBA.

For Respondent (s)
For GBM of SCBA Di nesh Dwivedi, Sr. Adv.
Arun Kumar, Adv.

Raj esh Ranj an Raj esh, Adv.
Sushi| Kumar, Adv.

Abhi shek Kr. Si ngh, Adv.
Nar endra Kumar, Adv.

M. MIlind Kumar, AOR
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M. S.P. Singh, Sr. Adv.



non- ACR.

Suprene Court Adv.
Asscn. (non- ACR)

SCBA( Murbai )
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Nai k H K. Adv.

S. P
Ravi
B. K.

Si ngh, Sr. Adv.
Shankar Kunar,
Choudhary, Adv.
D. K. Thakur, Adv.

Yugal Kishore, Adv.
Bal dev Atrey, Adv.
Par manand Pandey,

Adv.

ACR.

Pabi t r akr
A. K Srivastav,

Bi swal , Adv.
Adv.

M S. Bakshi, Adv.
S. S. Dahiya, Adv.
K. G Bhagat, Adv.
Sangeeta, Adv.
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M. Dinesh Kumar Garg, AOR

M. Shivaji M Jadhav, AOR

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

After heari ng M . S. P. Si ngh, | ear ned

seni or counsel, and the submi ssions which have

been made by him which are mainly factual, it
3

woul d only be fair to the parties concerned, to

be able to deal with the same once they are

pl aced on record by way of an affidavit.

said affidavit can highlight the manner in which

any attenpt has been nade by the I nplenentation

Conmittee to deviate fromthe directions given

in t he j udgnent passed by this Court on
Sept ember, 2011, in the CGvil Appeals.

2. Let this matter stand over till Friday

week, (17th February, 2012) to enabl e
affidavit to be filed within a week from dat e;

reply thereto, if any, nay be filed within the

next date.

3. The interim or der, as passed

continue in the neantine.

Dhi ngr a)

The

26t h

such

(Renuka Sadana)
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