| TEM NO 9 REA STRAR COURT. 1 SECTION | I']

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR M A. SAYEED

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (CGivil) No(s).30638/2011

ASHOK RAI & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

W TH

SLP(C) Nos. 31648, 6348- 6349 and 7578/ 2012
(with office report)

Date: 18/11/2013 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
Ms. Shagun Matta, Adv.
M. Anip Sacht hey, Adv.
M. Bankey Bi har, Adv.
M. Unmang Shankar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. D.P. Mhanty, Adv.
M S. Parekh & Co., Adv.
M. Manjit Singh, Adv.
M. Kamal Mhan Gupta , Adv
Ms. Raashi Beri, Adv.
M S. Dua Associ ates , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) No. 6348-6349

Del et ed.
SLP(C) No. 30638/ 2011

Vakal at nama on behal f of respondent Nos.1 to 3 seens to have been
filed by the | earned Advocat e-on-Record, M .Kamal Mhan Gupta. Conpl et e
set of the pleadings be served on the

Item No. 9 -2-
| earned counsel in a week’s tine. Necessary proof be filed on record.
Thereafter counter affidavit be filed within four weeks.

Remai ni ng duly represented respondent No.5 has already filed counter
affidavit on record.

On behal f of respondent No.4, a subm ssion has been advanced by the
| earned counsel that no counter affidavit is required to be filed.

Respondent No.6 is ordered to proceed ex parte.
SLP(C) No. 31648/ 2011

The matter would fall wunder the conpleted category and further
necessary orders to be passed as and when the other connected matters would
becone ready.
SLP(C) No. 7578/2011

Three weeks’ tinme is granted, as a final chance to the |earned
counsel for the petitioner for taking steps against respondent No.4,
failing which the matter to be placed before the Hon’ ble Judge in Chanbers
for necessary orders/directions.

Respondent Nos.1 to 3 have been already ordered to proceed ex parte.

Li st again on 17.12.2013.
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