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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRI T PETITION (CRL.) NO(s). 22 OF 2013

NASEER G MOHAMVAD & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

W TH

WP(CRL.) NO 143 of 2013
(Wth office report)

Date: 21/02/2014 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A. K. PATNAI K
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE FAKKI R MOHAMED | BRAHI M KALI FULLA
For Petitioner(s) M. Colin Gonsal ves, Sr. Adv.
Di vya Jyoti, Adv.
Ms. Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.
Ms. Aparna Bhat, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M . Shankar Chillarge, Adv.

M. Aniruddha P. Mayee, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Since the State of Mharashtra has al r eady ent er ed
appearance in WP(Crl) No. 22 of 2013 which is to be heard along
with WP(Crl) No. 143 of 2013 anal ogously, the counsel for the
State of Maharashtra appearing in WP(Crl) No. 22 of 2013 will
al so be heard in Wit Petition(Crl) No. 143 of 2013. Hence,
service on the State of Maharashtra in WP(Crl) No. 143 of 2013
be, therefore, treated as sufficient.

Four weeks’ time is granted to the State to file counter
af fidavit.

Li st these matters on a Tuesday in the nonth of April, 2014
for Final Disposal.

(G SUDHAKARA RAO) ( SHARDA KAPOOR)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
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