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              S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A

                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                      CIVIL APPEAL  NO(s). 368 OF 2005

UNION OF INDIA AND OTHERS.                                  Appellant (s)

                        VERSUS

C. L. HORA AND OTHERS.                                      Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for ex-Parte stay,c/delay in re-filing appeal,c/delay in filing petition of app
eal)

Date: 05/01/2006  This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE  MRS. JUSTICE RUMA PAL

        HON’BLE  DR. JUSTICE AR. LAKSHMANAN

        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE  DALVEER BHANDARI

For Appellant(s)    Mr. G.E.Vahanwati,SGI.

                                  Mr. Navin Prakash,adv.

                    Mr. Shreekant N. Terdal,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

                     Mr. S.K. Dhingra,Adv.

                                    Ms. S.Dhingra,adv.

                     Mrs.Amita Gupta,Adv.

               UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

                                       The   respondent   No.2   states   that   the   cheque 
  which   has   been

                        issued   in   her   favour   by   the   Registry   has   been   issued
   for   payment   in

                        Faridabad.  Since the respondent  No.2 is residing  in  Delhi,  she re
quests  for

                        the issuance of the cheque in  her favour payable in  Delhi.  Upon  de
posit  of



                        the   earlier   cheque   before   the   Registrar,   if   not   alread
y   deposited,   the

                        Registry will issue fresh cheque in favour of respondent No.2 for paym
ent in

                        her account  No.344  with the Punjab  National  Bank,  Sheikh  Sarai  
Branch,

                        Delhi.

                                       Delay condoned.

                                       The appeal is admitted.

                                       Except   to   the   extent   of   the   earlier   order
   passed   by   this   Court

                        directing payment, the operation of the impugned order is stayed.
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