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SLP(C) No. 38288/2012
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SLP(C) No. 9168/2013
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(Wth Ofice Report)
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(Wth Ofice Report)
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SLP(C) No. 10147-10149/ 2014
(Wth Ofice Report)
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Item No. 23

Date : 19/11/2014 This petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)



M . Deepak Goel, Adv.
Ms. Ap & J Chanbers, Adv.
Prashant Chaudhary, Adv.
Ani | Kumar Sharnma, Adv.
K. S. Rana, Adv.
Ravi ndra Kumar, Adv.
Ri shi Mal hotra, Adv.
Tul i ka Prakash, Adv.
Shivpati B Pandey, Adv.
R D. Upadhyay, Adv.
Brij Bhusan, Adv.
Raj eev Shar ma, Adv.
D nesh Kumar Garg, Adv.
Arvi nd Kurmar, Adv.
Sant osh Kumar Tri pat hi, Adv.

$35953353333%

For Respondent (s)
M. Ravi ndra Kunmar, Adv.
M. Syed Mehdi | mam Adv.
Ms Al ka Si nha, Adv.
M  Anuvrat Sharma, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) NO 5566/ 2012

Del et ed.
SLP(C) NO 9678/ 2012

Despite Registrar’s Court order, fresh steps not taken.
Time is extended for taking steps against unserved respondent
Nos. 1 and 2.

The 1 d. Counsel for the petitioner to provide copies of
pl eadi ngs to counsel for respondent No.3 in the neanwhile.
SLP(C) NO. 38288/2012

The Id. counsel for the petitioner to file proof of
service of pl eadi ngs as directed earlier, as | ast

opportunity.
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SLP(C) NO. 38289/2012

The 1d. Counsel for the petitioner to provide copies of
pl eadi ngs to the counsel for respondent No. 3.

So far as respondent Nos. 1 and 2 are concerned, office
to verify and file proper report.
SLP(C) NO. 38290/ 2012

As the counsel for the petitioner reports that they are

Iikely to t ake st eps for wi t hdr awal as wel | as to

nove



appropriate application for wthdrawal.
SLP(C) NO 8678/2013

There are four respondents.

Ofice to verify about the factum of service, if any,
for the respondents as counsel for the petitioner clains that
service got effected
SLP(C) NO 9168/2013

There are two respondents.

Service of respondent NO 2 got conpleted. Four weeks
time is extended for filing counter affidavit.

However, as the notice attenpted on respondent no.1 is
still awaited, await.

SLP(C) NO. 18090/ 2013

There are two respondents.

Despite | ast opportunity given spare copies not filed.

Let the matter be listed before the Hon’ bl e Judge in

Chanbers.
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SLP(C) NO 30601/2013

There are eight respondents.

Service of respondent Nos. 1 to 3,5 and 8 is stil
i nconplete for want of service by dasti. As requested, tine
i s extended by four weeks.
SLP(C) NO 4064, 5936- 37, 6024- 27, 7017- 18, 7019, 7031, 10147- 49 of
2014

Fresh steps be taken. Tinme is extended by four weeks for
serving process on the unserved respondents.
SLP(C) NO. 7036, 10065 of 2014

Steps not taken despite |ast chance. However, tine is
ext ended by four weeks.

Regi stry to rectify t he dat abase SO as to
correctly the nanme of the Id. Counsel, M Ravindra Kunar.

Li st again on 22.1.2015.

di scl ose



(DR K. ARUL)
Regi strar



