\212%

| TEM NO. 3

Wit Petition(s)(Cvil)

COURT NO. 13

SUPREMECOURTOF I

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

No(s).  215/2013

GENERAL | NSURANCE COUNCI L & ORS

STATE OF A.P. & CRS

VERSUS

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

SECTI ON X

N D I

A

Petitioner(s)

Respondent ( s)

Date : 20/08/2014 This petition was called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Ms. Pinky Anand, |earned ASG appearing on behal f of
the Union of India has subnitted that the order of this Court
dated 22nd April, 2014 in S. Raj aseekaran versus Union of India
and others reported in (2014) 6 SCC 36 have been conplied with.

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties on the

issues raised in this wit petition. We are of the view that
there are many ar eas wher e t he i nsurance conpany’ s
responsibility towards the victins is not very cl ear. W

invite suggestions fromthe | earned counsel appearing for all
the parties.
Learned counsel for the petitioners is pernmitted to

include the Central Institute of Road Transport (CIRT) as party



respondent .
Let notice be issued to the newy added respondent.

List this matter on 23rd Septenber, 2014.

(Sukhbir Paul Kaur) (Suman Jai n)
Court Master Court Master



