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ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6718 OF 2004

MC.D. & ANR Appel lant (s)
VERSUS
M S. MEHRASONS JEWELLERS (P) LTD. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for directions and office report)
W TH

Cvil Appeal NO 8340 of 2011

(Wth appln. for permission to file counter affiavit)

SLP(C) NO 32342 of 2011

(Wth appln. for c/delay in filing SLP and refiling SLP and with
of fice report)

Cvil Appeal NO 8341 of 2011

(Wth office report)

Cvil Appeal NO 8342 of 2011

(Wth office report)

Date: 11/10/2012 These Appeal s/ SLP were call ed on
for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE D. K. JAIN

HON BLE MR JUSTICE H.L. DATTU

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE JAGDI SH SI NCH KHEHAR
For Appellant(s) M. Sanjiv Sen, Adv.

In CA No. 6718/2004 M. Anirudh Gupta, Adv.
M. Raj an Narain, Adv.

In SLP(C) 32342/11 M. P. Parnmeswaran, Adv.

In C A Nos. 8340,

8341, 8322/ 11 M. Praveen Swarup, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Kirti Uppal, Sr. Adv.
In CA 6718/ 2004 M. Chirag M Shroff, Adv.

M. Narendra Kumar, Adv.

For rr. 1 In M. Arun K. Sinha, Adv.
SLP(C) 32342/2011 M. Rakesh Singh, Adv.

In CA Nos. 8340 & M. S. K Qupta, Adv.
8341/ 2011 M. Bal bir Singh Gupta, Adv.
.2/ -



For rr. 1 1In C A M. Bharat Bhushan Jai n, Adv.

8342/ 2011 M. Abhay Kunmar, Adv.
M. Upendra Pratap Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
C.A. No. 6718/2004

Fromthe inpugned order, we find that while disposing of
Wit Petition (1769 of 2001), which has given rise to the
present appeal, the | earned Single Judge has relied upon earlier
decisions of the Hgh Court in Lt. Colonel P.R Chaudhary
(Retd.) Etc. Vs. MCD & O's. (2000) DLJ 223 and MC D. Vs.
Dhuni shaw Franr oz Daruwal a, 100 (2002) DLT 679. Learned counse
appearing for the Corporation is not in a position to apprise
the Court about the fact whether the decisions of the Hi gh Court
in the afore-nmenti oned cases were chall enged further or not. He
prays for sone tinme to seek instructions in that behalf. It may
al so be noted that the present appeal arises from an order
passed by the learned Single Judge in a Wit Petition under
Article 226 of the Constitution. Learned counsel shall also
have instructions as to whether Letters Patent Appeal against
the said decision was preferred or not.

Li st on 16th Cctober, 2012

[ Charanjeet Kaur ] | | [ Kusum Gul ati ]
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