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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
A28 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 134 OF 1999
H GH COURT EMP. WELFARE ASQCN., CAL. &ORS Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF WB. & ORS Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for directions and office report )

Date: 13/04/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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M. Sachi n Das, Adv.
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M. GS. Chatterjee ,Adv
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Tara Chandra Shar nma, Adv.
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M. Satish Vig, Adv.
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. Prat eek Jal an, Adv.
.Aarti Khera, Adv.

. N. R Choudhury, Adv.
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M . Sormmat h Mukherj ee, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
I.Ais dismssed in terns of the signed order.
(G V. Ranana) ( Veera Ver m)

Court MasterCourt Master
(Singed order is placed on the file)

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
I. A NO 28

I'N



WRIT PEITITION (Cl VIL)NO 134 OF 1999

H GH COURT EMP. WELFARE ASSOCN., CAL. & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF WB. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

ORDER

Learned counsel for the petitioner/applicant points out

that there is sone nistake in the annexure filed by the Calcutta

Hi gh Court in support of its affidavit and seeks correction in that
affidavit. On the other hand, |earned senior counsel for the State
points out that there is no such m stake, as pointed by the
petitioner/applicant. W find no nerit in the application

I.A No.28 is accordingly, disnssed. However, the petitioner/applicant
woul d be at liberty to take up the matter with the governnment for
appropriate renedies, if any.

............... cJl .
(K. G BALAKRI SHNAN)

................. J.
(R V. RAVEENDRA
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