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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
BEFORE THE REG STRAR SUNI L THOVAS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).22539-22543/2013

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
RAJAT KUCHHAL & ORS. ETC. ETC Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and prayer for interimrelief and

of fice report )
Date: 16/09/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s) . Ambuj Agarwal , adv.

Vg
Ms. Anubha Agrawal , Adv.

For Respondent (s) . Hari sh Pandey, adv.

. Mehul CQupt a, adv.

.Tarjit Singh, adv.
. Sat endra Kunar, adv.

. Chahat Chaw a, adv.
. Rohit Shar ma, adv.

£ X £

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

It is seen that Ms Karanjawala & Co. has filed vakalatnama on

behal f of Ms DLF Ltd. though DLF Ltd. is not a party. But
Universal Ltd. is the respondent No.21. Ld.counsel on behalf of

DLF
M s

Karanj awal a & Co. subnits that vakalatnama is filed in fact on behal f

of respondent No. 21
Contd....2
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Ld. counsel to clarify the difference in the name as that found in the

vakal atnama as well as in the SLP copy.

It is further subnmtted that he has not been served wth
copy of the pleadings. Petitioner is directed to serve copy of
pl eadings within two weeks and file proof. The above respondent

file counter affidavit within four weeks thereafter

t he
t he
may

M . Hari sh Pandey has also fil ed vakal at nama on behal f of sone of
the respondents. He may also file counter affidavit in the nmeanwhile.

The vakal atnama of M. Harish Pandey is reported to be defective.
the defects. Await return of notice of the unserved respondents.

List the mater on 26.11.2013.
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