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ITEM NO.50                  COURT NO.3                SECTION XIV

             S U P R E M E     C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                            RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).31233/2010

(From the judgement and order dated 12/05/2010            in   PIL   No.
52/2007 of The HIGH COURT OF GUWAHATI ,ASSAM)

RAHUL AGGARWAL                                          Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

STATE OF ARUNACHAL PRADESH & ORS.                       Respondent(s)

(With office report)

WITH SLP(C) NO. 34696 of 2010
(With appln.s) for c/delay in filing counter affidavit and office
report)

Date: 18/03/2011     These Petitions were called on for hearing
today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.V. RAVEENDRAN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATNAIK

For Petitioner(s)      Mr. V. Shekhar,Sr.Adv.
                       Ms. Anjani Kumar Mishra,Adv.
                       Dr. (Mrs.) Vipin Gupta,Adv.

                       Mr.   M.N. Krishmani,Sr.Adv.
                       Mr.   D. Bhart Kumar,Adv.
                       Mr.   Bhupendra Yadav,Adv.
                       Mr.   Vishal Arun,Adv.

For Respondent(s)      Mr.   K.K. Venugopal,Sr.Adv.
                       Mr.   Shyam Mohan,Adv.
                       Mr.   Rituraj,Adv.
                       Mr.   Anil Shrivastav,Adv.

(For CBI)              Ms. Ranjana Narayan,Adv.
                       Mr. Arvind Kumar Sharma,Adv.
                       Mr. T.A. Khan,Adv.

                       Mr. P.P. Rao,Sr.Adv.
                       Mr. L. Nageshwar Rao,Adv.
                       Mr. Basava Parbhu V. Patil,Sr.Adv.
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                   Mr. Manish Goswami,Adv.
                   Mr. C.M. Angadi,Adv.
                   For M/s. MAP & Co.

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

IN SLP(C) 31233/2010

          It is mentioned by the learned counsel

appearing for some of the respondents that in



the Public Interest Litigation before the High

Court,    there       were     only       13    respondents          and

respondents      14    to     21    in     the     special         leave

petition have been unauthorisedly added.                              We

are not able to ascertain the correctness of

this   position       as     the    certified          copy    of    the

impugned order of the High Court does not give

names of all the respondents.                     Therefore, the

petitioner is directed to produce a certified

copy of the petition or the order showing the

full cause title.            If respondents 14 to 21 were

not    parties        before        the     High        Court,       the

petitioner       should      also     explain          how    he     has

impleaded    them      in     the    SLP,       showing       them    as

respondents 14 to 21 before the High Court.

          The petitioner is directed to file the

process      fee       for         serving        the         unserved

respondents.          The petitioner is permitted to

serve them dasti, in addition.

          List    both      the     SLPS       after    service      is
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complete.

 (O.P. Sharma)       (M.S. Negi)
  Court Master        Court Master


