+I TEM NO 2 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON X

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

VWRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO 109 OF 2005

MAHARASHTRA STATE JUDGES ASSN. & ANR. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
HON' BLE BOVBAY H. COURT THR. REG STRAR & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for interimrelief, nodification of Court’s order dated

14/ 03/ 2005 and office report)

Wth Wit Petition (C) No.85 of 2006

(Wth appln.(s) for stay, directions and office report)

Wit Petition (C No.279 of 2004

(Wth appln.(s) for stay and office report)

Wit Petition (C No.401 of 2004

(Wth appln.(s) for stay, directions and office report)

Date: 12/10/2006 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C. K. THAKKER

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
For Petitioner(s) M. MD. Adkar, Adv.
In WP 109/ 2005: M. Vijay Kumar, Adv.
M. Vishwajit Singh, Adv.

In WP 85/2006: Dr. A Francis Julian, Adv.

M. Sumit Kunar, Adv.

for Ms. Arputham Aruna & Co., Advs.



In WP 279/ 2004:

In WP 401/ 2004:

For

Respondent ( s)

M.

Sent hil Jagadeesan, Adv.

V. Ramasubr amani an, Adv.

M N. Rao, Sr. Adv.

Prom | a Thananj ayan, Adv.

S. Thananj ayan, Adv.

U U Lalit, Sr.Adv.

M.

M.

Ani ruddha P. Mayee, Adv.

Sanj eev Kumar Choudhary, Adv.

S. S. Shi nde, Adv.

Mukt i

Chowdhary, Adv.

Ravi ndra K. Adsure, Adv.
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s 5 F 5

=

=

A. F. Julian, Adv.
Sum t Kumar, Adv.

Ms. Arputham Aruna & Co., Advs.

Gopal Prasad, Adv.

V. Bal achandr an, Adv.

Ri ku Shar ma, Adv.

Ms. Corporate Law G oup, Advs.

K. Ramanoort hy, Sr. Adv.
N. Shoba, Adv.
J. Sriram Adv.

Sriram J. Thal apat hy, Adv.

Ji tendra Mbhan Shar ma, Adv.

Sandeep Si ngh, Adv.

V.G Pragasam Adv.
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M. S. Vallinayagam Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

In Wit Petition (C No.109 of 2005:

M. U U Lalit, |earned senior counsel appearing for the Bonbay

Hi gh Court, has br ought to our notice the factum of t he
harashtra

Judi ci al Service Rul es, 2006, havi ng been approved and framed
by t he

Bonbay Hi gh Court and sent to the State Government on 9th October, 2006
We, however, find in Rule (5) of Chapter IIl that nethod of recruitment of

District Judges is not in consonance with Par agr aph (28) of
Il I ndi a

Judges’ Association & Os. vs. Union of India & Os. (2002 (4) S.C C. 247).

On request of the |l earned counsel, we adjourn the wit petition

so that appropriate instructions may be obtained fromthe H gh Court.

List the wit petition after four weeks.

In Wit Petition (C Nos.85/2006, 279/2004 and 401/ 2004:

The Rules were sent by the High Court to the State Governnent
on 23rd August, 2006. Learned counsel for the State Governnent prays for
further tinme submtting that the Rul es were under consideration of the State

Governnment. The State Governnent shoul d
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appreci ate t hat there are | arge nunber of vacanci es in judicial service
which, in turn, results in delay in dispensation of justice. It is stated that the
State Covernnment will be able to finalise the matter within four weeks. No

further time will be granted.



List the wit petitions after four weeks.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ V.P. Tyagi ]
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