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| TEM NO. 501 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON XVI
(P SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (O No(s) . 3660/ 2008

(Arising out of inpugned final judgnment and order dated 17/12/2007
in CAWP No. 14646/2007 passed by the High Court of Punjab & Haryana
at Chandi gar h)

STATE OF PUNJAB Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

SAH L M TTAL & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(with interimrelief and office report)

W TH
SLP(C) No. 11790/2008
(Wth InterimRelief)

SLP(C) No. 2755/2008
(Wth InterimRelief and O fice Report)

SLP(C) No. 5577/2008
(Wth InterimRelief and O fice Report)

SLP(C) No. 6102/ 2008
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 14305/2008
(Wth InterimRelief)

Date : 18/ 01/2016 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
 BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE

 BLE MR JUSTI CE FAKKI R MOHAMED | BRAHI M KALI FULLA
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A K SIKR

HON BLE MR JUSTICE S. A. BOBDE
HON BLE MRS. JUSTICE R BANUVATHI
For Petitioner(s) Dr. Raj i v Dhawan, Sr. Adv.
M. Sanchar Anand, Adv.
Signature Not Verified
Ms. Aprajita Singh, Adv.
Digitally signed by
Vi nod Lakhi na
Date: 2016.01.19
M. Apoorv Si nghal, Adv.
17:21:12 I ST
Reason: M. Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.

SLP(C) No. 14305/ 2008:

M. Sanjay Sharawat, Adv.
2

M. Rakesh Dwi vedi, Sr. Adv.
Ms. Madhu Mbol chandani , Adv.

. Raj u Ramachandran, Sr. Adv.

Ritin Rai, Adv.

Sadhvi Mbhi ndru, Adv.

V. K. Monga, Adv.

Mythili Vijay Kumar Thakare, Adv.
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M. V. K  Monga, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Raj u Ramachandran, Sr. Adv.
Ritin Rai, Adv.
Sadhvi Mhindru, Adv.
V. K. Monga, Adv.
Mythili Vijay Kumar Thakare, Adv.
Vijay Aditya Narayan, Adv.

Sanj ay Bansal, Adv.
Reepak Kansal, Adv.
G K. Bansal, Adv.
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Ms. Madhu Mbol chandani , Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) No. 5577/ 2008:
A substanti al question of law arises for our
consideration in these petitions including the question whether the
deci sion rendered by a three Judge Bench of this Court in Bal Pati
& Anr. vs. Union of India & Os. reported in 2005 (6) SCC 690 is
legally correct. Unfortunately, however, no one appears on behal f
of the respondents. M. Dwivedi in fairness suggests that keepi ng
the inportance of the matter the Union of India could be added as a
party respondent to the Special Bench and a notice issued to the
| earned Attorney General to assist us. In addition, we are of the
view that we may require an Am cus Curiae to assist us in arriving
at a correct concl usion. We accordingly, accept the oral prayer

made by M. Dwivedi and pernmit addition of the Union of India as a
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party respondent. M. B.V. Balram Das, advocate is directed to
accept notice on behalf of the Union of I|ndia. At the same tine,
we appoint Shri T.R Andhyarujina | earned senior counsel as Anm cus
Curiae with a request to himto assist us in the natter. The
Regi stry shall furnish to Shri Andhyarujina, |earned senior counse

a conplete set of papers in the case which shall stand adjourned to
be listed again after four weeks.

List the matters again after four weeks.

(USHA BHARDVAJ) (RAJI NDER KAUR)
AR- CUM PS COURT MASTER



