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 R.P(C)No. 732-736 OF 2004
ITEM NO.34COURT NO.5  SECTION XV
                                                          A/N MATTER 

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

   Review Petition(Civil) No.732-736/2004 in  SLP(Civil)No.2164-2168/2004

  D. SURESH & ORS.                                          Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  CENTRE FOR DEV. OF TELEMATICS & ANR.                      Respondent (s)

( With Appln(s). for c/delay in filing review petition and 
personal hearing before the court )

  Date : 08/10/2004 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.N. VARIAVA                  
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.K. SEMA                     
                                                             
 For Petitioner (s)Mr. R. Venkataramani, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Vipin Nair, Adv. 
Mr. P.B. Suresh, Adv. 
Ms. K. Sumathi, Adv. for
M/s. Temple Law Firm.

 For Respondent (s)Mr. Raj Birbal, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Ajay bhatnagar, Adv.
Mr. Pranab Kumar Mullick, Adv.                   

        UPON perusing the papers, the Court made the following
                            O R D E R 
The name of Respondent No.2 is deleted at the risk of the Petitioners. 
Delay condoned.
Heard parties.
The Review Petitions are allowed in terms of the signed order.  The Special Leave Petitions ar
e restored to their original numbers.  To be listed after the decision in Civil Appeal Nos.359
5-3612 of 1999.

(K.K. Chawla)
Court Master

(Jasbir Singh)
Court Master

[Signed order is placed on the file]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

REVIEW PETITION (CIVIL) NOS.732-736 OF 2004 

IN 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NOS.2164-2168 OF 2004 

  D. SURESH & ORS.                                          Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  CENTRE FOR DEV. OF TELEMATICS & ANR.                      Respondent (s)



O R D E R

Learned senior counsel appearing for the Petitioners applies for deletion of the name of Respo
ndent No.2 from the array of parties.  The name of Respondent No.2 is deleted at the risk of t
he Petitioners. 
Delay condoned.
Heard parties. 
The Review Petitions are allowed.  The Special Leave Petitions are restored to their original 
numbers. To be listed after the decision in Civil Appeal Nos.3595-3612 of 1999.  Parties are a
t liberty to urge all contentions. 

..................J.
(S.N. Variava)

..................J.
(H.K. Sema)
New Delhi;
October 08, 2004.


