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| TEM NO. 54 COURT NO. 1 SECTION PI L
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Wit Petition(s)(Cvil) No(s) . 33/ 2012
SWASTHYA ADHI KAR MANCH, | NDORE & ANR. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(with appln. (s) for directions and extension of tine and
i mpl eadnent and i ntervention and office report)

W TH
WP.(C) No. 91/2004

WP.(C No. 79/2012
(Wth appln.(s) for directions and inpl eadnent and permnission to
file additional docunments and O fice Report)

Date : 25/08/2014 These petitions were called on for hearing
t oday.

CORAM :

HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE KURI AN JOSEPH

HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE ROHI NTON FALI NARI VAN
For Petitioner(s)
WP 33/2012 Sanj ay Pari kh, Adv.
Pukhr anbam Ranesh Kumar, Adv.
Mant a Saxena, Adv.
Prachi Arya, Adv.
N. Vidya, Adv.
WP 79/ 2012 Colin Gonsal ves, Sr. Adv
A. Cupta, Adv.
Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.
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Signature Not Verified
WP 91/ 2004
Digitally signed by

M. Ankur Sai gal, Adv.
Raj esh Dham
Date: 2014.08. 26
17:18:48 | ST
M. Mahesh Agarwal, Adv.
Reason:
M. E.C. Agrawal a, Adv.
Ms. Manasi Kumar, Adv.
M. Shashank Mani sh, Adv.

Respondent ( s)

M n. of Heal th Ranjit Kumar, Solicitor General
Asha Gopal an Nair, Adv.

Bi nu Tanta, Adv.

S.P. Singh, Sr. Adv.
Manita Verma, Adv.
Reshm WMal hotra, Adv.

555 §FFS



S.N. Terdal, Adv.
D.S. Mahra, Adv.
Madhya Pradesh C.D. Singh, Adv.
Shreya Dubey, Adv.
Uttar Pradesh I rshad Ahmad, AAG
Shakeel Ahmad Syed, Adv.
Vai bhav Yadav, Adv.

Abhi sth Kumar, Adv.

Mani pur Sapam Biswajit Meitei, Adv.
Ashok Kr. Singh, Adv.

Ut t ar akhand Rachna Srivastava, Adv.
Ut kar sh Sharnma, Adv.

| CVR Gaurav Goyal, Adv.
N. Annapoor ani, Adv.
I SCR Shyam Di van, Sr. Adv.
Mani sha Si ngh, Adv.

Ri ku Sarma, Adv.
Navnit Kumar, Adv.
Nagal and K. Enatoli Senm, Adv.
Amit Kumar Singh, Adv.
Bal aji Srinivasan, Adv.

Prat ap Venugopal , Adv.
Gaurav Nair, Adv.
r Ms. K. J. John & Co.
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Oissa Ashok Pani grahi, Adv.
Sant osh Kumar, Adv.
Ashm Mohan, Adv.
Si kki m A. Mari arput ham Advocate Ceneral
Aruna Mat hur, Adv.
Yusuf Khan, Adv.
r M's. Arputham Aruna & Co.
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Chhati sgarh Apoorv Kurup, Adv.
A. P. Mayee, Adv.
Rat hi Rohit, Adv.
V. C. Shukl a, Adv.

Andhra Pradesh Gunt ur Prabhakar, Adv.

H machal Pradesh Suryanar ayaa Si ngh AAG

Pragati Neekhra, Adv.

Varinder Kr. Sharna, Adv.
Y. K. Prasad, Adv.

UT of Andaman &
Ni cobar Admm.

G Indira, Adv.
K. V. Jagdi shvaran, Adv.

Assam Varti ka Sahay, Adv.

r Ms. Corporate Law G oup
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U.T. of Chandigarh Gopal Singh, Adv.

Vi mal Sinha, Adv.
Quj ar at Hemant i ka Wahi, Adv.
Preeti Bhardwaj, Adv.
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Raj ast han

Har yana

Jhar khand

Mahar ashtr a

Puducherry

Bi har

Arunachal Pradesh

Tel angana

Tam | Nadu

West Bengal
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S. S. Shamshery, AAG
Sandeep Singh, Adv.

Manjit Singh, AAG
Vi vekta Singh, Adv.
Nupur Choudhary, Adv.

Ani | Kumar Jha, Adv.

A. P. Mayee, Adv.

V.G Pragasam Adv.
S.J. Aristotle, Adv.
Pr abur anasubr amani an,

Abhi nav Mukerji, Adv.
Bi hu Sharrma, Adv.
Tanya Shree, Adv.

Ani | Shrivastav, Adv.
Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

S. Udaya Kumar Sagar,
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B. Balaji, Adv.

R. Rakesh Sharma, Adv.
S. Anand, Adv.

Ani p Sacht hey, Adv.
Sounya Chakraborty, Adv.
Saakaar Sardana, Adv.
Gaur av Sharma, Adv.

Jayant K. Mehta, Adv.
Sukanit Vi kram Adv.

Ranj an Miukherj ee, Adv.
Ni khil Nayyar, Adv.
Anbuj Agrawal , Adv.
Akanksha, Adv.

Rana Mukherjee, Adv.
Kast uri ka Kaumudi, Adv.
Shekhar Kumar, Adv.

Gopal Singh, Adv.
Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

Moni ka Gusai n, Adv.
Amit Kumar, Adv.

Jagjit Singh Chhabra, Adv.

Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.

M T. George, Adv.
P. V. Yogeswaran, Adv.
Ani t ha Shenoy, Adv.

Arti Singh, Adv.
Aruna QGupta, Adv.

Asha Gopal an Nair, Adv.

Adv.

Adv.



C. K. Sucharita, Adv.
Prati bha Jain, Adv.
Shal i ni Chandra, Adv.

P. Parnmeswaran, Adv.

5 55 5 5

Ani| Katiyar, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Learned seni or counsel and |earned counse
for t he petitioners submi t t hat si nce vol um nous
affidavit has been filed by the Union of India, they
woul d require sone tine to study the sane and, if
necessary, file response thereto.
They may do so within four weeks.

List the matters thereafter.

(RAJESH DHAM ( RENU DI WAN)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



