
ITEM NO.33                  REGISTRAR COURT.2              SECTION IVB

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

                      BEFORE THE REGISTRAR SUNIL THOMAS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).29550-
29551/2008

VIBHU RAJ JHANJI                                     Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

M/S SHREE DEWAN STEELS(I) LTD.& ANR.                 Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,vacating stay,impleadment
as party respondent and office report ))

WITH SLP(C) NO. 13181 of 2010
(With office report)

Date: 16/11/2010    These Petitions were called on for hearing
today.

For Petitioner(s)      Mr. S.S. Jauhar,Adv.
                       Mr. Bhaskar Y. Kulkarni

For Respondent(s)      Mr. Ashok Mathur,Adv.
                       Ms. S. Janani ,Adv
                       Mr. Dharmendra Kumar Sinha ,Adv
                       Mr.Jaswinder singh,adv.
                       Mr. Ashok Mathur

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

    When the above case was taken up on 17.08.2010 Ld.counsel for
the petitioner submits that the Hon’ble Chamber Judge by Order
dated 5.4.2010 had allowed I.A.No.5 by which Avtar Singh was to be
impleaded as Respondent No.3.
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According to him, he has taken steps for impleading Mr. Avtar
Singh and the petition for impleadment was not for impleadment of
Mr.Vibhu Raj Jhanji          as has been mentioned       in the Office Report.
It was further submitted that consequently no steps has been taken
by the petitioner.           It is seen that I.A.No.5 was an application
filed by Mr.Vibhu Raj Jhanji seeking a relief that he may be
impleaded as an intervener. This is seen from the Cause Title that
it was an application for intervention/impleadment as respondent.
The above application for invention/impleadment was placed before
Court     and     it   was    ordered   on    5.4.2010    that    "Intervention
Application No.5 is allowed".           It is clear that virtually it was
the Intervention Application which has been allowed. There was an
another application I.A.No.2/09           which was also filed by the above
person to implead Mr.Avtar Singh as the third respondent.



      In view of the above fact it is clear that the Hon’ble Court
has     allowed    I.A.No.5    which    was   an   Intervention    Application.
Evidently the application          is to implead      Mr.Vibhu Raj Jhanji as
an intervener. Consequently, the petitioner is directed to take
proper steps accordingly.
      List the matter on 3.12.2010.

                                                            (Sunil Thomas)
                                                              Registrar
SB


