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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR MR SURAJI T DEY

Civil Appeal No('s) . 6370- 6372/ 2013

I.CAR THR DIR GEN & ORS. Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS

Bl DESH SI NGH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(with interimrelief and office report)

W TH

C. A No. 6373-6374/2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 29/01/ 2015 These appeals were called on for hearing today.

For Appellant(s)
M. Anurag, Adv.
Ms. B. Sunita Rao, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Pahl ad Si ngh Sharna, Adv.
M. Jitendra Mhan Sharna, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nade the follow ng
ORDER

C. A, Nos. 6370-6372/2013

In respect of respondent Nos.3, 7 to 10, 13, 14, 23, 27
28, 32, 37, 38, 41, 44, 46 to 48 and 50 to 52, the names have
been del eted vide orders dated 20.11.2009 and 29. 11. 2011 of
t he Hon’ bl e Court.

The O fice report suggest s t hat r espondent No. 20 has

Signature Not Verified

al ready expired.
Digitally signed by
Rupam Dhani j a
Dat e: 2015.02.02
Li berty was granted to the Ld. Counsel for
17:01: 44 1 ST
Reason:

the appellant to prefer substitution application vide order

dated 14.11. 2014 but the sane has yet not been avail ed of.
Item No. 32 -2-

However, two weeks’ tinme, as sought for, is granted to conmply

with the said order.



Service is conplete in respect of respondent Nos.2, 15,
18, 19, 26 and 45 but no one has put in appearance.
C. A. Nos.6373-6374/2013

In respect of respondent Nos.12, 13 and 16 to 19, the

names have been deleted vide or der dat ed 28.11. 2011 and
19.11. 2012 of the Hon’ bl e Court.

The Ofice report suggests t hat r espondent No. 14 has
expired. Li berty is grant ed to t he Ld. Counsel for t he

appellant to file substitution application within two weeks.
The Ld. Counsel for the appellant to take fresh steps for
ef fecting service upon respondent Nos.6 and 11(i) to 11(v) by
furnishing correct address, which have yet not been taken
despite order, within two weeks.
List all the natters again on 19. 3. 2015.

(SURAJI T DEY)
Regi strar



