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WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 568 OF 2012
PROM LLA SHANKER Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
uad & ANR Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for directions and office report)

Wth Wit Petition (Crl.) No.1 of 2013
(Wth office report)

Wit Petition (C) No.148 of 2013
(Wth office report)

S.L.P. (Cl.) No.1953 of 2013

(Wth appln.(s) for pernission to appear and argue in-person,
perm ssion to bring additional facts and docunents on record
and office report)

Wit Petition (C No.22 of 2013
(Wth appln.(s) for pernission to appear and argue in-person
of fice report)

Wit Petition (C) No.565 of 2012
(Wth appln.(s) for directions, perm ssion to appear and
argue in-person and office report)

Date: 05/07/2013 These Matters were called on for hearing today

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE FAKKI R MOHAMED | BRAHI M KALI FULLA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN

For Petitioner(s) M. Pareena Swarup, Adv.

In WP 568/ 2012: M. Virag CGupta, Adv.
M. Vi kash Chandra, Adv.
M . Prashant Chaudhary, Adv.
M. Kundan Lal, Adv.

In WP 1/2013: M. R P. Qupta, Adv.

In W 22/2013: I n- person

In SLP 1953/2013: In-person
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In WP 148/ 2013: Gopal Sankar anar ayanan, Adv.
Aarthi Raj an, Adv.
Ni sha Bagchi , Adv.
Ni na Laud, Adv.
Vi vek Jai n, Adv.
Radhi ka Gaut am Adv.
Neeha Nagpal , Adv.
Ni shant Kumar, Adv.
E. C. Agrawal a, Adv.
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In WP 565/2012: I n- person



For Respondent(s) M. Siddharth Luthra, ASG

For Uni on of India: M. Mikul CGupta, Sr. Adv.

Ceeta Luthra, Sr. Adv.

Anj al i Chauhan, Adv.

Charul Sarin, Adv.

Supriya Junej a, Adv.

Vi kas Gar g, Adv.

Chandra Bhushan Prasad, Adv.
S.WA. Qadri, Adv.

B. V. Bal ar am Das, Adv.

B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.

For B.C.I.: Ardhendumaul i Kumar Prasad, Adv.
Aviral Shukl a, Adv.

Pankhuri Bhar dwaj , Adv.

For di sha: Kirti M shra, Adv.
Apurva Upnmanyu, Adv.

For Mani pur: KH. Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.

For Andhra Pradesh: G N. Reddy, Adv.

B. Debojit, Adv.
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For NCW Ms. Jyotika Kalra, Adv.

S.WA. Qadri, Adv.

Tam m Qadri, Adv.

Yati n Bhushan, Adv.
Lakshnm Raman Si ngh, Adv.
For Si kkim A. Mari ar put ham AG

Aruna Mat hur, Adv.

Yusuf Khan, Adv.

Movi t a, Adv.

Ms. Arputham Aruna & Co., Advs.
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For Hi machal Pradesh: M. A ay Marwah, Adv.
M. Arun Kumar Sinha, Adv.
Ms. Rachana Srivast ava, Adv.

For West Bengal: M. Chanchal Kumar Gangul i, Adv.
Avijit Bhattacharjee, Adv.
Sounmi  Kundu, Adv.

K. Enatoli Sema, Adv.
Amit Kumar Singh, Adv.

For Nagal and:
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For J&K: M. Sunil Fernandes, Adv.
Ast ha Shar ma, Adv.

I nsha M r, Adv.

K. N. Madhusoodhanan, Adv.
T.G N Nair, Adv.

For M zoram

Ri ku Sar ma, Adv.
Navnit Kumar, Adv.
M s. Corporate Law G oup, Advs.

For Assam
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For Uttar Pradesh: Vi krant Yadav, Adv.
Abhi nav Mal i k, Adv.
Abhi st h Kumar, Adv.
Gaur av Dhi ngra, Adv.

Anuvr at Shar ma, Adv.
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WP 565/ 2012:

For

For

For
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For

M. V.N Raghupat hy, Adv.

Chhattisgarh: M. C D. Singh, Adv.
Sakshi Kakkar, Adv.
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Har yana: Manj it Singh, AAG

Vi vekt a Si ngh, Adv.
Tarjit Singh, Adv.

Vi kas Shar ma, Adv.

Kamal Mohan CQupt a, Adv.
Punj ab: Aj ay Bansal , AAG
Par duman Si ngh, Adv.
Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.
Gaur av Yadav, Adv.
Raj ast han: Mani sh Si nghvi , AAG
Pragati Neekhra, Adv.
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Resp. No.5 in Anand Grover, Sr. Adv.
M hir Sanson, Adv.

Gayatri Sharnma, Adv.
Ms. Lawyers’ Knit & Co., Advs.
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Mahar ashtra: M. Asha Nai r, Adv.

Ani t a Baf na, Adv.

S.WA. Qadri, Adv.
Tam m Qadri, Adv.
L. R Si ngh, Adv.
Madhya Pradesh: Vi bha Datta Makhij a, Adv.
Archi Agni hotri, Adv.
Meghal aya: Ranj an Miukherj ee, Adv.
S. C. Ghosh, Adv.

S. Bhowni ck, Adv.

R P. Yadav, Adv.

A. Subhashi ni , Adv.

Bi har: Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Mani sh Kumar, Adv.
Tri pura: Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Ritu Raj Biswas, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel and party in-person
the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

I.A No.2/2013 in Wit Petition (C) No.568 of 2012 is
di smissed as withdrawn, with liberty to the petitioner to nmake a
proper application for anendnent of the wit petition itself. As
far as the five matters, which have been clubbed together for
consi deration, are concerned, in sone of the said matters, service
of notice has not been conpleted and in some of the other matters,

pl eadi ngs have not yet been conpleted. Accordingly, let all these
five matters stand over for a period of six weeks to enable service
of notice to be conpleted. Time for filing affidavits in-

opposition is extended by four weeks. Rejoinder
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affidavit, if any, may be filed within two weeks thereafter.
List these matters imediately after the service of

noti ce and the pl eadings are conpl ete.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ Jugi nder Kaur ]
Deputy Regi strar Assi stant Regi strar



