41 TEM NO. 2 COURT NO. 8 SECTI ON XV

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No.2148/2006
(From the judgenent and order dated 17/10/2005 in DBCSA No. 88/1987
of The H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT JAI PUR)

CHANDER SI NGH@/OHAN SI NGH( D) TH. LRS. &ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

HARI SINGH (D) TH. LRS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for vacation of st at us quo and with prayer

interimrelief and office report)

W TH SLP(C) 2959/2006
(Wth appln(s) for directions and with prayer for interimrelief and
of fice report)

SLP(C) No. 4383/2006
(Wth appln(s) for deletion of the name of the respondent and with
prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) No. 4142/ 2006
(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) No. 4143/ 2006
(Wth appln(s) for substitution and with prayer for interimrelief
and office report)

SLP(C) No. 4327/ 2006

(Wth appln(s) for deletion of the nanme of the respondent and with
prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Dat e: 25/04/2012 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. L. DATTU
HON BLE MR JUSTICE ANIL R DAVE

For Petitioner(s) M. Dinesh Dwivedi, Sr. Adv.
SLP(C) 2148/ 06 Ms. Seema Kashyap, Adv.
SLP(C) No. 2959/ 06 M. R P. Bhatt, Sr. Adv.
2960/ 06, 4383/ 06 M. S. K Sinha, Adv.
& 4327/ 06
SLP(C) 4142/06 M. Annam D.N. Rao, Adv.
& 4143/ 06
For Respondent (s) M. Sanj eev Anand, adv.
R 1 M . Yakesh Anand, Adv.
M. Mirari Kumar, Adv.
M. Nimt Mthur, Adv.
Ms. Pratibha Jain, Adv.
R4 &5 Ms. Ai shwarya Bhati, Adv.
SLP(C) 2148/ 06 Dr. Pri kshayat Singh, Adv.
Ms. Moni ka Sharma, Adv.
M. Raj neesh Bhaskar, Adv.
M . Kar medra Si ngh, Adv.
Gp. Capt. Karan Singh Bhati, Adv.
Ms. Susmita Lal, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

for



ORDER

SLP(C) No. 4327/2006 & SLP(C) No. 4383/2006
Application for deletion of respondent no. 5 is
all owed at the risk of the petitioners.

SLP(C) No. 4142/ 2006 & 4143/ 2006

Appli cation for condoning del ay in filing
substitution application is allowed.

Prayer made in the application for substitution
i s not opposed by the other side. Therefore, the sane
is allowed. Learned counsel for the petitioners is
directed to file the anended nmeno of parties within a
week’s tinme fromtoday. Counsel for petitioner is also
requested to file affidavit along with proof of service
in respect of unserved respondent no. 2 within a week’s
time.

At the request of the | earned counsel for the
parties, call after sumer vacations in the second week
of July, 2012 on a non-niscell aneous day.

(NAVEEN KUMAR) ( SHARDA KAPOOR)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



