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| TEM NO 12 COURT NO 11 SECTI ON X
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Wit Petition(s)(Cvil) No(s) . 511/2004
| NDORE CONSUMER FORUM (REGD.) & ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(office report on default)

Date : 09/12/2014 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE PRAFULLA C. PANT
[N CHAMBER]
For Petitioner(s) M. Vivek Sharma, Adv.

M's. Nanita Sharna, Adv.
M. Ajay Narain Nath, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Abhijit Sengupta, Adv.
M. Abhi sth Kumar, Adv.
M. Anil Shrivastav, Adv.

M. Anip Sachthey, Adv.

M . Saakaar Sardana, Adv.
M. Vikrant Yadav, adv.
M. Archana Singh, Adv.
M. Abhi sth Kumar, Adv.

M. Ansar Ahmad Chaudhary, Adv.

M. Anil Shrivastav, Adv.
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M. Rituraj Biswas, Adv.
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Usha Rani Bhar dwaj
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Ms. K E Sema, Adv.

M. Anit Kumar Singh, Adv.
Reason:

Ms. Balaji Srinivasan, Adv.
2

K. K. Mahalik, Adv.
Arun K. Sinha, Adv.
B. S. Banthi a, Adv.
D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.
D. S. Mahra, Adv.
Prema Si ngh, Adv.
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M. Suryanarayana Si ngh AAG
Ms. Pragati Neekhra, Adv.

M. CGopal Singh, Adv.
M. Rituraj Biswas, Adv.
Ms. Shubhra Rai, Adv.

Jatinder Kumar Bhati a, Adv.
Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
M T. George, Adv.

Naresh K. Sharnma, Adv.

Radha Shyam Jena, Adv.

Atul Jha, Adv.

Sandeep Jha, Adv.

Raj esh Srivastava, Adv.

Raj Singh Rana, Adv.
Ranj an Mukherj ee, Adv.
Subhro Sanyal, Adv.

R. Sat hi sh, Adv.
K. N. Madhusoodhanan, Adv.

s. Anil Katiyar, Adv.

Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

Si bo Sankar M shra, Adv.
Tara Chandra Shar na, Adv.
V. G Pragasam Adv.

Vi kas Meht a, Adv.

s Arput ham Aruna & Co., Adv.
s Corporate Law G oup, Adv.
Ms. G Indira, Adv.

M. K. V. Jagdi shvaran, Adv.
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Ms. Hemanti ka Wahi, Adv.
M. G ss Antony, Adv.

Ms. Kamni ni Jai swal , Adv.

M. Vikas Bansal, Adv.

M. M shra Saurabh, Adv.

M. Abhi shek Vinod Deshnukh, Adv.

Ms. Parekh & Co., Adv.
Ms. Sushma Suri, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER

In this matter Respondent no. 40 is said to have not
been served.

The Petitioners are allowed to get the notice served
on Respondent No. 40 by Publication in the Daily Newspapers
having wi de circulation in Sonepat, Haryana.

Petitioners may file proof of service of publication

within a period of four weeks.
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