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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

W.P.(C) 915/1996

M/S. BURAD INTERNATIONAL p. LTD. ... Petitioner
Through - None = -
versus ..
DESU AND ORS. S Respondent
Through  None
WITH.
W.P.(C) 1186/1996
M/S.PRAKASH CABLE CO. Petitioner
' Through  None
Versus
MCD AND ORS. ..... Respondents
Through - None
AND
W.P.(C) 12978/2006
VEENA CHOPRA - Petitioner

Through  None
Versus

BSES RAIDHANI POWER LTD, Respondent
Through  None

Signatur_e}&lp Verified

Digitally Signed
By:AMULYA
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o ,ADEV ARORA

| W P (C) 8855/2008

~ AND

- :W P, (C) 9203/2007 | .

' Versus '

- "-’BSES RAJDHANI POWERLTD r
- Through None"» '.

KRISHNA CONTINENTAL LTD.

Through None

. Versus

Through Non’e’ ’_ T ,

i PetiﬁOner >

— Respondents

.... Petitioner

g ;. _BSES RAJDHANI POWER LTD. AND ANR. ... Respondents -

Through None

- WP (C) 7435/2010

. SURI AND SURI PVTLTD.

NDPLANDORS T
N B Through None

Through None-

Versus :

Pet1t10ner .

i Resp ondents

-




e A ¥ W p (C) 8633/2010

T GURDARSHAN LAL CHANANA I Petltloner
S Through None .~ = '

o Versus; E

e e e NDPL :f‘{"_ Sl T e R Respondent
R WP(C) 2799/2011 &CM APPL 5954/2011

A }V:",-"_VINOD KUMAR GUPTA BT .. Petitioner
: Dol Through ~None

B Versus B

GNCT OF DELHI e ..-;..Respondent

Through No_he E
o e o anp

o+ we (C) stoanolt
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ALLIEDMOTORS UMITED L Petitioner

Through ‘None = -

Versus S

]‘-.‘GOVTOFNCTOFDELHIANDANR.  ...Respondents

Through None o

e S U L i T PO e L SR -
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N "7% |

ri ‘,_fi;'w P, (C) 3226/2011

' PUNJAB NATIONAL PRESS .. Petitioner

Through None -

Do versus o

- fGOVT OF NCT OF DELHI AND ORS g Respondents

Through ‘M. Satyakam ASC for R-1/GNCTD. -

i w P (C) 5308/2012

L "ALANKRIT HANDICRAFTS PVI.LTD. .. Petitioner

Through None

o versus

RN ':BSES RAJDHANI POWER LTD. AND ANR. ... Respondents

‘CORAM:

' Through None

o HON'BLE MR JUSTICE MANMOHAN

“fioRDER

e % R V) 02.2017

A perusal of the order sheets reveals that the present batch of

matters 1s covered by the Judgment of a Coordrnate Bench of thls-'f

--fi‘.'__'-court in Laltt Gulati Vs Got. of NCT of Delhi, 176 (2011) DLT 1.

- In fact the present batch of matters has been repeatedly

- -‘}t : »Ti ', ._ adjourned to awalt the orders in LPA No.724/2011.

However nerther pendency of the Letters Patent Appeal nor the o
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'_stay "gfanted by the Division Bench can take away the precedentary

- value of the judgment of the Coordinate Bench in Lalir Gulati (Supra}

Consequently, the present writ petitions are disposed of in accordance
with the judgment passed by the Coordinate Bench of thig Court in
Lalit Gulati (supra). _ “ [(

o MANMOHAN, J
FEBRUARY 14,2017 . :
KA - -



