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ITEM NO.43                    COURT NO.6                     SECTION IX

              S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A

                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                      

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).3770 OF 2005

(From the judgement and order dated 22/12/2004 in  WP No. 2151/2003  of The 

HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF BOMBAY  AT NAGPUR)

BABURAO  VITHOBAJI GUDADHE & ORS.                            Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS.                                 Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief )

WITH 

S.L.P.(C) NO. 3774 of 2005

(With  appln(s) for exemption  from filing  O.T. and  permission  to place addl.  documents on
  record and

with prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 28/02/2005  These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE K.G. BALAKRISHNAN

        HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE TARUN CHATTERJEE

For Petitioner(s)                                        Mr.G.L.Sanghi, Sr.Adv.

                                                         Mr.Suresh C.Gupta, Adv.

                      Mr. Kamal Mohan Gupta,Adv.

                                                         Mr.Krishna Prakash Dubey, Adv.

                                                         Mr.Rahul T.



For Respondent(s)                                        Mr. A.S. Bhasme,Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

                          Counsel   for   the   petitioner   submits   that   in   the   impug
ned   judgment   references   have   been

made to writ petition  nos.2151 of 2003 and  1861 of 2003 and  it is submitted that the conten
tions raised

in   the   writ   petitions   which   were   filed   in   the   year   2000   alone   have   b
een   considered   and   no   specific
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reference   has   been   made   to   the   contentions   raised   in   the   writ  petition   
filed   in   the   year   2003   and   the

counsel   submits   that   it   may   be   a   mistake   in   taking   these   two   writ   pe
titions   along   with   other   writ

petitions.  If that be so, the petitioners herein have to seek review of the judgment before t
he High Court

and without prejudice to such rights, the special leave petitions are dismissed.

 

                 (G.V.Ramana)                                                                 
        (Veera Verma)

                 Court Master                                                                 
        Court Master

                  


