IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

W.P.(C) 10050/2017

M/S PROFACILITIES SERVICES PVT LTD. ... Petitioner
Through  None

Versus

CENTRAL BOARD OF TRUSTEES (CBT)
ANDANR L Respondents
Through  Mr. Keshav Mohan and Mr. Piyush
Choudhary, Advocates

CORAM:

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDER SHEKHAR
ORDER

% 28.11.2017

The matter is taken up on mentioning by Mr. Keshav Mohan,
Advocate.

It is stated by Mr. Keshav Mohan, Advocate that there is
typographical error in the judgment dated 14.11.2017, wherein his
appearance was wrongly marked for the petitioner in place of the
respondents. It is also stated that Mr. Shanmuga Patro, Advocate has
appeared on behalf of the petitioner on 14.11.2017.

The typographical error in this regard stands corrected. The
appearance of Mr. Keshav Mohan and Mr. Piyush Choudhary,
Advocates be read as counsel for respondents along with Mr. Rajesh
Kumar, Advocate. Also, the appearance of Mr. Shanmuga Patro,

Advocate be read as counsel for the petitioner in the judgment dated

14.11.2017.



Similarly in para 2 of the judgment dated 14.11.2017, it has
come on record that Mr. Rajesh Kumar, Advocate accepts notice on
behalf of the respondents, though it should have been mentioned that
Mr. Keshav Mohan, Advocate accepts notice on behalf of the
respondents.

Accordingly in para 2 of the judgment dated 14.11.2017, the
name of Mr. Rajesh Kumar is replaced with the name of Mr. Keshav
Mohan, Advocate who accepts notice on behalf of the respondents.

It is taken on record that Mr. Keshav Mohan, Mr. Piyush
Choudhary and Mr. Rajesh Kumar, Advocates have appeared on
behalf of the respondents.

The order shall be read as part of the judgment.

CHANDER SHEKHAR, J
NOVEMBER 28, 2017/b
b



