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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

I.A. No. 2 of 2014 is filed by the petitioners for
deletion of name of respondent No. 64 - All authorised Car



Dealers/Car Manufacturers whose names not mentioned above
through Transport Department, GNCT of Delhi. Itis
represented by the learned counsel for the petitioners that
all important car dealers are arrayed as party respondents
and Transport Department -respondent No. 2 is represented by
its Secretary-cum-Commissioner in these proceedings. Learned
counsel submits that in view of the above, there is no
necessity of continuing respondent No. 64 in the array of
parties and the name of respondent No. 64 may be deleted from
the array of parties.

In view of the submissions of learned counsel for
the petitioners, I.A. No. 2 is allowed and name of respondent
No. 64 is deleted from the array of parties.

(PARDEEP KUMAR) (H.S. PARASHER)
AR-cum-PS COURT MASTER



