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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
I.A. No.3 in
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).22657/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 06/04/2011 in CWP No.10261/2010 of The
HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

M/S MORGAN BUILDERS & DEVELOPERS P.LTD.           Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

STATE OF HARYANA & ORS.                           Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for modification of Court’s Order and office report)

With I.A. Nos.5-6 in S.L.P. (C) Nos.22171-22172 of 2011
(With appln(s) for modification of Court’s Order and office report)

I.A. Nos.8-10 in S.L.P. (C) Nos.27306-27308 of 2011
(With appln(s) for modification of Court’s Order and office report)

I.A. Nos.8-10 in S.L.P. (C) Nos.28096-28098 of 2011
(With appln(s) for modification of Court’s Order and office report)

Date: 04/03/2013  These Matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE J. CHELAMESWAR
                          (In Chambers)

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Mukul Rohtagi,Sr.Adv.
                          Mr. Manish Kumar,Adv.
                          Mr. Ansar Ahmad Chaudhary,Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mr. Aditya Singh,Adv.
                          Dr. Monika Gusain,Adv.

                          Ms. Anubha Agarwal,Adv
                          Dr. Monika Gusain,Adv.

                          Mr. Kamal Mohan Gupta,Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

                  By the order dated 9th January, 2013,  an  interim  order
        dated 8th August, 2011, came to be vacated  in  view  of  the  fact
        that the petitioners
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        did  not   diligently   pursue   the   special   leave   petitions.
        Subsequently,  the  petitioners  have   made   good   the   various
        deficiencies which eventually led to  vacation  of  interim  order.
        Hence, the interlocutory applications praying that interim order be
        restored.
                  From the office report  dated  20th  February,  2013,  it
        appears that all the respondents are now served; some of  them  are
        represented and some of them are not.  So far as  the  respondents,
        who are represented are concerned, they do not oppose the prayer.
                  The interlocutory applications  are,  therefore,  allowed
        and the interim  order  passed  on  8th  August,  2011,  is  hereby
        restored.



              [ Alka Dudeja ]                [ S.S.R. Krishna ]
               A.R.-cum-P.S.                   Court Master


