
\204ITEM NO.8            COURT NO.4               SECTION PIL(W)/XVIA
                S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
WRIT PETITION  (CIVIL) NO(S).  454/2015
INDIRA JAISING                                     PETITIONER(S)
                                 VERSUS
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA THROUGH 
SECRETARY GENERAL AND ORS.  RESPONDENT(S)
(WITH   APPLN.   (S)   FOR   INTERVENTION   AND   PERMISSION   TO   FILE   LENGTHY
LIST OF DATES AND OFFICE REPORT)
WITH
T.C.(C) NO. 1/2017
Date : 22/03/2017 These cases were called on for hearing today.
CORAM : 
          HON&#39;BLE MR. JUSTICE RANJAN GOGOI
          HON&#39;BLE MR. JUSTICE NAVIN SINHA
For parties: Ms. Indira Jaisingh,   Sr. Adv.-in-person
Ms. Anindita Pujari, Adv.
Ms. Radhika Saxena, Adv.
                     
Mr. Maninder Singh, ASG
Mr. Annam D. N. Rao, Adv.
Mr. A. Venkatesh, Adv.
Mr. Sudipto Sircar, Adv.
Mr. Rahul Mishra, Adv.
SCBA Mr. Ajit K. Sinha, Sr. Adv. (V. President)
Mr. Ashok Bhan, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Gaurav Bhatia, Adv.(Hon.Secy.)
Mr. Meenesh Kr. Dubey, Adv.(Treasurer)
Ms. Savita Devi, Adv.
Mr. Ardhendumauli Kumar Prasad, Adv.
Mrs. Nandini Gore, Adv.
Mr. Mathews J. Nedumpara, Adv.
Mr. A.C. Philip, Adv.
Mr. Anjan Sinha, Adv.
Mr. T. R. B. Sivakumar, Adv.
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Mr. V. K. Biju, Adv.
Mr. Abhay Pratap Singh, Adv.
Ms. Aishwarya Bhati, Adv.
Ms. Pinky Anand, ASG
Mr. Ajay Sharma, Adv.
Mr. Rajesh Ranjan, Adv.
Mr. Rajat Singh, Adv.
Mr. Sudhir Walia, Adv.
Mr. Mukesh Kumar Maroria, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
O R D E R
In   some   of   the   cases   listed   before   us,   the
constitutional   validity   of   Section   16(2)   of   the   Advocates
Act,   1961   is   under   challenge   whereas   in   Writ   Petition
(Civil)   No.454   of   2015   this   Court   has   been   called   upon   to
frame guidelines for designation of practicing Advocates as
designated Senior Advocate(s) in the Supreme Court.
Having   regard   to   the   issues   arising   in   the   present
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
procedure   of   designation   of   Senior   Advocate(s)   by   the   High
Courts   in   the   country,   apart   from   the   Supreme   Court   of
India.  We  are,  therefore,  of  the  tentative  view  that  it  is
necessary   to   hear   other   stake   holders.     Furthermore,   it   is
also   necessary   to   know   the   precise   guidelines   that   are   in
force   in   different   High   Courts   for   designation   of   Senior
Advocates.
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The   issue   being   of   vital   importance,   we   are   of   the
view   that   the   matter   should   be   heard   by   a   larger   bench.



We,   therefore,   request   the   Registry   of   this   Court   to   lay
the   papers   of   this   case   before   the   Hon&#39;ble   the   Chief
Justice   of   India   forthwith   for   constitution   of   a   larger
bench   of   such   strength   that   the   Hon&#39;ble   the   Chief   Justice
of India may consider it appropriate. 
Registry to act accordingly.
So   far   as   the   designation   during   the   interregnum   is
concerned,   we   leave   the   matter   to   the   discretion   of   the
High Court(s) as well as this Court.
[VINOD LAKHINA]
COURT MASTER [ASHA SONI]
COURT MASTER
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