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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(S). 454/2015
I NDI RA JAI SI NG PETI TI ONER( S)
VERSUS
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A THROUGH
SECRETARY GENERAL AND ORS. RESPONDENT( S)

(WTH  APPLN. (S) FOR INTERVENTION AND PERMSSION TO FILE  LENGTHY

LI ST OF DATES AND OFFI CE REPORT)
W TH
T.C.(C NO 1/2017
Date : 22/03/2017 These cases were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE NAVI N SI NHA
or parties: M. Indira Jaisingh, Sr. Adv.-in-person
Anindita Pujari, Adv.
Radhi ka Saxena, Adv.

Tn

Mani nder Si ngh, ASG

Annam D. N. Rao, Adv.

A. Venkat esh, Adv.

Sudi pto Sircar, Adv.

Rahul M shra, Adv.

CBA M. Ait K Sinha, Sr. Adv. (V. President)
Ashok Bhan, Sr. Adv.

Gaurav Bhatia, Adv.(Hon. Secy.)
Meenesh Kr. Dubey, Adv.(Treasurer)
Savita Devi, Adv.

Ardhendumaul i Kumar Prasad, Adv.
s. Nandini Gore, Adv.

Mat hews J. Nedunpara, Adv.

A.C. Philip, Adv.

Anj an Si nha, Adv.

T. R B. Sivakumar, Adv.
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M. V. K Biju, Adv.

M. Abhay Pratap Singh, Adv.

Ms. Ai shwarya Bhati, Adv.

Ms. Pinky Anand, ASG

M. Ajay Sharma, Adv.

M. Raj esh Ranjan, Adv.

M. Rajat Singh, Adv.

M. Sudhir Walia, Adv.

M. Mikesh Kumar Maroria, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

In some of t he cases listed bef ore us, t he
constitutional validity of Secti on 16(2) of t he Advocat es
Act, 1961 is under chal | enge wher eas in Wit Petition

(Givil) No. 454 of 2015 this Court has been called upon to
frame guidelines for designation of practicing Advocates as

desi gnat ed Seni or Advocate(s) in the Suprene Court.

Havi ng regard to t he i ssues ari sing in t he pr esent

group of cases we are of the view that the decision of this

Court on the said issues may have effect on the process and

procedur e of desi gnation of Seni or Advocat e(s) by t he Hi gh

Courts in t he country, apart from the Supr emne Court of
India. W are, therefore, of the tentative view that it is
necessary to hear ot her st ake hol ders. Furt her nor e, it is
al so necessary to know the preci se gui del i nes t hat are in
force in di fferent Hi gh Courts for desi gnation of Seni or
Advocat es.
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The i ssue bei ng of vi tal i mport ance, we are of t he
view that t he matter shoul d be heard by a | ar ger bench.



e, t her ef or e, request t he Regi stry of this Court to I ay
t he papers of this case bef ore t he Honé&#39; bl e t he Chi ef
Justi ce of India forthwth for constitution of a | ar ger
bench of such strength t hat t he Honé&#39; bl e t he Chi ef Justice
of India nmay consider it appropriate.

Registry to act accordingly.

So far as the designation during the interregnum is

concer ned, we | eave t he matt er to t he di scretion of t he
H gh Court(s) as well as this Court.

[ VI NOD LAKHI NA]

COURT MASTER [ ASHA SONI |

COURT MASTER
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