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              S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
                      
IA 1 in Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).8698/2004

(From the final judgement dated 23/02/2004 in  CWP No. 1012/2003  of
The HIGH COURT OF  H.P AT SHIMLA)

H.P. STATE ELECTRICITY BOARD & ANR.                        Petitioner
(s)

                        VERSUS

L.R. KASHYAP & ANR.                                        Respondent
(s)

(With appln(s) for clarification of Court’s order)

Date: 23/01/2006  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.P. SINGH
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ALTAMAS KABIR

For Petitioner(s)
                             Mr. Rakesh Dwivedi, Sr.Adv.
                             Mr. Naresh K. Sharma,Adv.

For Respondent(s)
                             Mr. A.V.Palli, Adv.
                             Mr. E.C. Agrawala,Adv.
                             Mr. Mahesh Agarwal, Adv.
                             Mr. Rishi Agrawal, Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R 

           We find from the Order of the High Court that the petitioner

before   us   has   been   permitted   to   intervene   in   the   proceeding   before

it.   Counsel for the petitioner states that as an intervenor  he may

not be permitted to produce   the G.O. in question.   Counsel for the

respondent   states   that   he   will   have   no   objection   to   the   G.O.   being

produced before the High Court and to the High Court considering the



same,   but   he   also     clarified   that   so   far   as   he   is   concerned,   the

matter has attained  finality  as against  him.   However,  we find that

since the High Court 
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has  permitted  the petitioner   to  intervene,  it  may have  no  objection

to   consider   the     relevant   G.O.   if   produced   before   it.     Since   the

matter has attained finality as against the respondent herein, it is

not necessary to implead him as a party.

         I.A.No. 1 is accordingly, disposed of.

         (SUKHBIR PAUL KAUR)                             (VIJAY DHAWAN)
          COURT MASTER                                    COURT MASTER


