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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
IAno. 1 and 2 in CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 3036 OF 2004

KARTI CK CHANDRA MONDAL & ORS. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
BADAL KUMAR DAS & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing appeal , APPEAL AGAI NST REGQ STRAR S
ORDER and of fice report)

Date: 11/03/2013 These applications were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE J. CHELAMESWAR

(I'n Chanbers)

For Appellant(s) Anur ag Pandey, Adv.
Reena Pandey, Adv.
Vijay Lakshm , Adv.
Gaut am Dass, Adv.
For Respondent (s) R K. Qupta, Adv.
. S.K Cupta, Adv.
M . Shekhar Kumar, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
IA Nos. 1 and 2 are disposed of in terns of the signed
order.
( NAVEEN KUMAR) (S.S. R KRI SHNA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
IAnos. 1 and 2
I'N
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 3036 OF 2004
KARTI CK CHANDRA MONDAL & ORS. Appel | ant ('s)

VERSUS



BADAL KUMAR DAS & ORS. Respondent ( s)

ORDER

Subsequent to the passing of the order dated 25.02.2013
whi ch was signed on the sane date, it is brought to nmy notice that
certain inaccurate statenents cane to be recorded in the said order
viz. Sh. Anurag Pandey, Advocate entered appearance on behalf of only
first Appellant but not on behalf of the remaining Appellants whereas
it appears now that even by that date, appearance was entered by the
same counsel on behalf of all the appellants. |In the circunstances,
the order dated 25.02.2013 is recalled.

It also appears fromthe record that defects pointed out by
the Registry now stands cured.

Delay in filing the appeal against the Registrar’s order is
condoned. Order dated 19.10.2012 passed by the Ilearned Registrar
(Judicial-1) is set aside
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Accordingly, A No. 1 and 2 are di sposed of.

(J. CHELAVESWAR)
NEW DELHI

MARCH 11, 2013



