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                     Mr. Maninder Singh,Adv.



Respondent No.2: Mrs. Nandini Gore,Adv.

For Applicant/          Dr. A.M. Singhvi, Sr.Adv.

Inrtervenor in          Mr. Manu Nair,Adv.

I.A. No.3               Mr. S. Balaji,Adv.
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           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

                                I.A. No.3 is allowed.

                                A motion is made by Ms. Indu Malhotra, learned counsel on beha
lf

                   of   ’INDUS   IND’   stated   to   be   MSO   stating   that   the   decisi
on   in   this   appeal

                   would   have   far   reaching   consequences   so   far   as   other   MSOs
   who   are   not

                   parties   before   the   Tribunal   are   concerned.   It   is   submitted 
  that   detailed

                   affidavits   shall   be   filed   indicating   the   stands   to   be   tak
en   by   them  within   a

                   week along  with an  application  for intervention.    The hearing  of this
  case is

                   adjourned  by  three weeks so that, in  the meantime, the affidavits,  if a
ny,  by

                   the intending  intervenor and response thereto by the parties, can be broug
ht

                   on record.            



       

                          (Neena Verma)                                                 (Vijay
 Aggarwal)

                     Court Master                                       Court Master


