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| TEM NO. 13 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON XI A
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
I A 3/2013 in Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Cvil)

No('s) . 24597/ 2011

(From the judgenent and order dated 23/03/2010 in WP No. 6153/2008 of The

H GH COURT OF ORI SSA AT CUTTACK)

STATE OF ORI SSA & ANR

VERSUS

M S DAS AGENCY & ORS.
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were called on for hearing today.

HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GONDA
(I'n Chanbers)

For Petitioner(s)

M . Shi bashi sh M sra, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms. M ni Kaushi k, Adv.
M. B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.
M. Kedar Nath Tripathy, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the respondent no.2 on whose
i nstance the application seeking deletion of nane of Union of India

fromthe array of parties has been filed.



Respondent no. 2 is a necessary party to decide the
question that arises in these cases. The name of respondent no. 2
cannot be del et ed.

Accordingly, A No. 3 is rejected.

(NAVEEN KUMAR) (S.S. R KRI SHNA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



