21 TEM NO. 3 COURT NO. 3 SECTION | X

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Speci al Leave to Appeal (Givil) No(s) . 23099-
23100/ 2010
(From the judgenent and order dated 02/08/2010 in WP No. 2605/2010
& WP No. 3457/2010 of The H GH COURT OF BQOVBAY)
PRAVI NKUMAR SATU KAMBLE & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for PERM SSI ON TO FI LE LENGTHY LI ST OF DATES and
prayer for interimrelief)

WTH SLP(C) NO. 23555 of 2010

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO. 24204-24206 of 2010

(Wth appln.(s) for permission to file lengthy Iist of dates, prayer
for interimrelief and office report)

SLP(C) NO 32036-32038 of 2010

(Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned
judgnent, permission to file lengthy list of dates and office
report)

SLP(C) NO 5286-5287 of 2011 (Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO. 7501-7502 of 2011 (Wth office report)

WTH I.A NCS. 3-4 (Applns. for deleting the nanes of respondents 3-
161)

SLP(C) NO 7504 of 2011 (Wth office report)

WTH I.A NO 5 (Appln. for deleting the nanes of respondent Nos. 12-
39)

Dat e: 04/04/ 2011 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. PATNAI K

P.P. Rao, Sr Adv.
Shivaji M Jadhav, Adv.
Swati Manchekar, Adv.
Brij Kishor Sah, Adv.
Prashant B., Adv.
Anit Singh, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

Subrat Birla, Adv
S.C. Birla, Adv.
M. P.1. Jose, Adv.
Hari kumar V., Adv.
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Arvind Savant, Sr. Adv.
G Anand Sel vam Adv.
Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

Shekhar Naphade, Sr. Adv.
Sanj ay Kharde, Adv.
Asha Gopal an Nair , Adv
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Satyajit A Desai, Adv.



M. Somanath Padhan, Adv.
Ms. Anagha S. Desai , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Petitioners have filed applications for deleting
the nanes of respondents 3 to 161 in SLP(C) NO 7501/ 2011,
respondents 9 to 28 in SP(C) No.7502/2011 and respondents
12 to 39 in SLP(C) No. 7504/ 2011.

The said appl i cations are al | owed and t he
petitioners are permtted to del ete t he af oresai d
respondents fromthe array of parties at their own risk.

It is also seen that in view of earlier orders,
t he petitions agai nst respondents 3 to 171 in SLP(C)
No. 5286/ 2011 and agai nst respondents 23 to 33 in SLP(C)
No. 5287/ 2011 have stood di sm ssed.

In regard to ot her unserved respondents,
respective petitioners to take fresh steps for service.

Adj our ned by two weeks.
( Ravi P. Verma ) ( MS. Negi )
Court Master Court Master



