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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

                      

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).103/2007

(From   the   judgement   and   order   dated   11/12/2006   in     WA   No.   34/2006   &   W
A   No.

83/2006  of The HIGH COURT OF M.P AT JABALPUR)

STEEL AUTHORITY OF INDIA LTD.& ANR.                         Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

JAGGU & ORS.                                                Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report )

Date: 15/01/2007  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHAN

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE C.K. THAKKER

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY

For Petitioner(s)         Mr. Harish N. Salve, Sr. Adv.

                                    Mr. Ravindra Srivastava, Sr. Adv.

                                    Mr. S.Borthakur, Adv.

                                    Mr. B.Barooah, Adv. for

                                    Mr. Sunil Kumar Jain,Adv.

For Respondent(s)                   Mr. Vivek K. Tankha, Sr. Adv.

No.1                                Mr. Krishnan Nandkumar, Adv.

                                    Mr. M.P.Krishnan Nair, Adv.

                                    Mr. T.G.N.Nair, Adv.

                                    Ms. Ratna Kaul, Adv.



           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

              Issue notice.

              Mr.   T.G.N.Nair,   Adv.   accepts   notice   on   behalf   of   respondent   No
.1   and   seeks

time to file reply.  Service of notice on Respondent No.1 is waived.

              Four weeks are granted to file the counter affidavit and two weeks thereafter

for rejoinder.  List after six weeks.

              In the meantime, operation of the impugned order is stayed.

              To be taken up with SLP(C) No. 20988/2006.

              Counsel  for  the  petitioners   states  that the number   of   respondents  oth
er   than

Respondent   No.1   is   2041   and   it   would   be   difficult   to   serve   them   indivi
dually.     Let

service be effected either through publication or through the counsel representing them

before the High Court.

(Parveen Kr. Chawla)    (Khushi Ram)

    Court Master        Court Master


