| TEM NO. 301 COURT NO. 8 SECTI ON X'V
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

IA. No. 4 &1ANo. 5inlA 4in CA NO 1579 of 2010

(From the judgenent and order dated HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

VI NOD KAPUR & OTHERS Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
UNION OF | NDI A & OTHERS Respondent ( s)

( for nodification and permit the appellants to anend prayer clause
in 1A No. 4 and office report)

Date: 13/01/2011 These 1 As were taken for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. S. SI RPURKAR
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERVA

For Petitioner(s) M. Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
M. Pradeep M sra, Adv.
M. Dal eep Dhyani, Adv.
M . Suraj Singh, Adv.
M. Manoj Kr. Sharma, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Vishnu Saharya, Adv. for
M s. Saharya & Co.
M. H. P. Raval, ASG
Ms. Sadhna Sandhu, Adv.
Ms. Ani | Katiyar, Adv.
M. D.S. Mahra, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
I.A. Nos. 4 &5 are allowed in terns of signed order.
(Par deep Kunar) (Shashi Bala Vij)
Court Master Court Master

SI GNED ORDER | S PLACED ON THE FI LE

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

I.A. NO 4
AND
I.A NO 5
I'N
I.A NO 4
I'N
G ViL APPEAL No. 1579 OF 2010

VI NOD KAPUR & OTHERS L Appel | ant (s)



Ver sus

UNION OF I NDI A & OTHERS C. Respondent ( s)

ORDER

1. After havi ng heard t he | ear ned seni or counse
appearing for the parties and considering the application

for clarification/nodification, we de-link Cvil Appeal No.

1579 of 2010 (arising out of S.L.P. (C No. 7102 of 2008)

titled Vinod Kapur & others vs. Union of India and others

fromthe Cvil Appeal No. 1514 of 2010 etc. etc., titled

Om Parkash Vs. Union of India and others, in which judgnent

was delivered by this Court on 8.2.2010 and restore it to

its original nunber. It shall be put up for hearing bef ore
a bench which is hearing Civil Appeal Nos. 1831-1836 of 2009

etc. filed by the Union of India as in our opinion, the

simlar question falls for consideration in this matter

al so. However, we clarify that this order is being passed in
the peculiar facts of this case and shall not be treated as
precedent in any other matter

2. I. A Nos. 4 & 5 stand al |l owed accordi ngly.

( DEEPAK VERMA )

New Del hi ,
January 13, 2011



