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ClVIL APPEAL NO. 9419 OF 2003
CHURCH OF NORTH | NDI A Appel lant (s)
VERSUS
LAVAJI BHAI RATANJI BHAI & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned judgnent and office report)
Date: 13/10/2004 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE SHI VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE B. N. SRI KRl SHNA

For Appellant(s)M. F.S. Narinan, Sr. Adv.
M . Anoop Bose, Adv.

M. Chandrasekhar Covil kar, Adv.

M . Shashank Kumar, Adv.

Ms. Manj ul a Gupt a, Adv.

=

Respondent (s) M. Harish H Sal ve, Sr. Adv.
Huzef a Ahmadi , Adv.

Ej az Magbool , Adv.

Nakul Dewan, Adv.

Abhi neet Si nha, Adv.

Gour av Kejriwal, Adv.

M nakshi Nag, Adv.

Saqui b Arbab, Adv.

Sal oni Si nha, Adv.

M N. Shroff , Adv

Raj u Ramachandran, Sr. Adv.
Naveen Chaw a, Adv.

Ashok Upadhyay, Adv.

D.M Nargol kar , Adv

$33% 5 FIFIIIIFZ

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The | earned senior counsel for Respondent Nos.1 to 3 raises an objection as to the very mainta
inability of the appeal. He seeks and is allowed two weeks’ tinme to file objections precisely
Two weeks’ tine thereafter is granted to the appellant to file its response thereto.

Li st the appeal after six weeks.

Not to be treated as part-heard.

[ T.1. Rajput ][ Vijay Dhawan ]
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