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Date: 27/08/2013 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A K. SIKRI

For Petitioner(s)
M. Colin Gonsal ves, Sr. Adv.
M. Tariq Adeebm Adv.
for Ms. Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.

Ms. Kiran Suri, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
Sanj ay Kapur, Adv.
Priyanka Das, Adv.
Annol  Chandan, Adv.

Jitendra Kumar, Adv.

Raj Ki shor Choudhary, Adv.
Abhi j eet Kumar, Adv.

R- 14 Lalit Bhasin, Adv.
Ni na Gupta, Adv.
Sanj ay Gupta, Adv.
Swati Sharnma, Adv.
Bi na Gupta, Adv.

Lalit Bhasin, Adv.

Ni na Gupta, Adv.

Ranj an Jha, Adv.

Parvez A. Khan, Adv.
Ms. Bina Gupta, Adv.
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R- 27 Lalit Bhasin, Adv.

Ni na Gupta, Adv.

Rat na D. Dhingra, Adv.
Parvez A. Khan, Adv.
Bi na Gupta, Adv.

R-21 Lalit Bhasin, Adv.
Ni na Gupta, Adv.
Ranj an Jha, Adv.
Swati Sharma, Adv.
Bi na Gupta, Adv.
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Lalit Bhasin, Adv.
Ni na Gupta, Adv.
Sanj ay CGupta, Adv.
Swati Sharnma, Adv.
Bi na Gupta, Adv.

Rakesh Khanna, ASG
Seema Rao, Adv.
Shadman Al i, Adv.
M. D.S. Mahra, Adv.

Kul deep S. Parihar, Adv.
H. S. Parihar, Adv.

Raj esh Si ngh, Adv.

Sanj ay Kunur, Adv.
Ranesh Keswani, Adv.

Karan Khanna, Adv.
D nesh Chandra Tripathi, Adv.
Ram Swar up Sharma, Adv.

T.S. Sidhu, Adv.

Ganesh Kamat h, Adv.

Pr at eek Khanna, Adv.

Ms. MV. Kini Associates

Praveena Gautam Adv.
Pusshp CGupta, Adv.

Rachna Gupta, Adv.
Sushma Suri, Adv. (NP)
B.K Satija, Adv.

S. Usha Reddy, Adv.
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Sanj ay Kapur, Adv.
Raj i v Nanda, Adv.
Awani sh Si nha, Adv.

Shi v Ram Shar ma, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

W notice that consistently there is no representation on
behal f of respondent No.3 - Conptroller & Auditor General of India
(" CAG for short), though vakal atnama has been filed by Ms. Sushma
Suri, Advocate.

The avernent nmade in the wit petition is that no steps are
bei ng taken by the CAG who is the Chairman of the Fund, to
collect the amounts from various banks. No details are also being
furni shed by the CAG as to the anpunts coll ected and the manner in
whi ch the coll ected anbunts are being utilised.

In such circunstances, since neither an affidavit has been
filed on behal f of respondent No.3 nor there is representation on
its behalf, we are, therefore, inclined to give a direction to the
CAG to nominate a Deputy CAG who shall remain present in the
Court on the next date of hearing, since the matter is of public
i nterest.



Put up on Septenber 18, 2013 at the top of the Board.
The Registry is directed to communicate this order to the
O fice of the Conptroller & Auditor General of India.
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