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| TEM NO. 104 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON PI L

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 527 OF 1998

ACTI ON COW FOR | MP. OF SRI KRI SHNA R. &ORS Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

Uol. & CORS Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for recalling the court’s order)

WTH WP(C) NO 164 of 1999

SLP(C) NO 1771 of 1999

(Wth appl n(s) for urging addl. grounds)

WP(C) NO 182 of 2001

(Wth appln(s) for recalling the court’s order)

WP(C) NO. 40 of 1999

AND W TH
WP(C) NO 542 of 1998

(Wth appl n(s) for directions)

Date: 16/11/2005 These appeal s/Petition were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K G BALAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN KUVAR

HON BLE MR JUSTICE G P. MATHUR



For Petitioner(s) M. Anis Suhrawardy, Adv.

Ms. Apar na Bhat, Adv.
M. Jai Singh, Adv.

Ms. Neeru Vaid, Adv.

M . Mahendra Anand, Sr. Adv.

For M. Sanjay Kapur, Adv.

Ms. Binu Tanta, Adv.

Dr. Nafis A Siddiqui, Adv.

M. Shakil Ahned Syed, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms. Binu Tanmta , Adv

. Huzefa Ahmadi, Adv.
Ej az Magbool , Adv
. Nakul Dewan, Adv.

. Vi kash Si ngh, Adv.
. M nakshi Nag, Adv.

. Hansa Advani, Adv.
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. Taruna Si ngh, Adv.

=

.Pallav Sishodia, Adv.
M. S. S. Shi nde, Adv.

M. V.N Raghupat hy , Adv

M. A Saran, A S. G
M . Hemant Sharma, Adv.

Ms. Sushma Suri, Adv.

M. P. Parnmeswaran , Adv

Ms. Hemanti ka Wahi, Adv.

Ms. Pi nky Behra, Adv.



M. Shivaji M Jadhav, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

SLP(C) No. 1771 of 1999 be delinked.

Counsel for t he State of Maharashtra  submts t hat pur suant
to t he Report of Justice

Srikrishna, various actions had been taken by the State of Maharashtra and the details
of such action

t aken have been filed in the form of affidavits in Si X vol unes and Sh
ri A. K. Raghuvanshi , the then
Addl . Conmi ssi oner of Pol i ce has filed t he supporting af fidavit. Counse

for t he vari ous petitioners

submi t t hat still t he gover nnent have not done t he needf ul and it is
al | eged t hat many of t he police

of ficers who shoul d have been prosecuted have not been prosecuted and even departnental action
s have

not been t aken agai nst t hem It is al | eged t hat many prosecuti ons wer e
not initiated t hough t he
3
Conmi ssi on had r ecommended such action. It is further al | eged t hat many

of t he deserving victins

have not been compensat ed by t he State Gover nient t hough it was decl ared
t hat t he compensati on

woul d be paid to all these victinms and persons who were really deserving to get conpensation
wer e not

pai d t hough appropriate evidence was furnished to the offence regarding the death of the victi
ms in this

regard.



Under t he above ci rcunst ances, t he f our petitioners may go t
hr ough t he Si X vol umes of

affidavit and verify the action taken by the state government. |In case if there is any serio
us | apse on the

part of t he gover nnent, t he petitioners may poi nt out t he serious | apse
made on t he part of t he

Governnent by filing a proper affidavit in a tabular formcontaining the details of the actio
n taken by

the State Government and the failure if any, on the part of the State Government and a refe
rence nay

al so be made to the Conmission’s Report. All these facts are to be filed in this Court within
a period of

ei ght weeks.

Post these matters for final disposal on Tuesday, the 24th January, 2006.

(G V. Ranana) (Veera Verna)

Court Master Court Master



