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Cvil Appeal No(s). 2368/2011
B. K. PAVI TRA & ORS. Appel | ant ('s)

VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln. (s) for inpleadnent as party respondent and perm ssion
to file synopsis and list of dates and clarification/direction and
del etion of the nane of petitioner and directions and directions
and interimrelief and office report)
W TH
C. A No. 2369/2011
(Wth appl n. (s) for exenpti on from filing OT. and appl n. (s) for
per ni ssi on to file addi ti onal docunent s and appl n. (s) for
directions and appln.(s) for inpleadnent as petitioner and Interim
Relief and Ofice Report)
C. A No. 2370-2373/2011
(Wth appln.(s) for deletion of the nane of petitioner and Interim
Relief and Ofice Report)
C. A No. 2374-2377/2011
(Wth appln.(s) for deletion of the nane of petitioner and Interim
Relief and Ofice Report)
C. A No. 2378/2011
(Wth InterimRelief and O fice Report)
C. A No. 2379/2011
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)
C. A. No. 4320-4327/2011
(Wth appln.(s) for deletion of the nane of petitioner and Ofice
Report)
C. A. No. 5280-5286/2011
(Wth appln.(s) for deletion of the nane of petitioner and Ofice
Report)

Date : 05/10/2016 These appeals were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE SHI VA KI RTI SI NGH

HON&#39; BLE MRS. JUSTI CE R BANUMATHI
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For Appellant(s) Ms. Kiran Suri, Sr. Adv.
M. Gautam Kumar, Adv.

Dr. (Ms. ) \/pln Qupt a, Adv.

M. G V. Chandr ashekar, Adv.
N. K. Ver ma, Adv.
Anj ana Chandr ashekar, Adv.

Kumar Pari mal , Adv.

Ani ruddha P. Mayee, Adv.

Puneet Jai n, Adv.

Christi Jain, Adv.

Chhaya Kirti, Adv.

Abhi nav Cupt a, Adv.

Shai | endra Shar nm, Adv.

Priyal Jain, Adv.

Prati bha Jai n, Adv.

Respondent(s) M. S. N. Bhat, Adv.
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V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.
S. K. Kul kar ni , Adv.
M G reesh Kunar, Adv.
Ankur S. Kul karni , Adv.
Ani t ha Shenoy, Adv.
Sur abhi Aggarwal , Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Lear ned counsel for t he respondents in some of

FESSES



t he matters has rai sed an i ssue that sone of t he
respondent s may not be served with notices. In reply,
counsel for t he appel I ant s has poi nt ed out t hat | ar ge
nunber of persons were nade respondents because alt hough

t hey wer e Wit petitioners but t hey did not prefer t he

speci al | eave petition. Hence, t hey are pr of or ma
respondent s. It rmay al so be poi nted out that notice has
al so been publ i shed in t he newspaper and, t her ef or e,

there is no defect of notice so as to effect the hearing
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of these matters.
The earlier or der passed on 29 th

April, 2016
shows that there was no objection with regard to service
of notice and al | t he appl i cations under consi deration
on t hat date wer e ordered to be listed al ong with

appeals on 5 th

Cct ober, 2016.
On behal f of some of t he respondents, a prayer
has been made for simpl e adj our nnent SO t hat t hey will
be ready with the matter.
In view of such prayer, we direct to list al
t hese matters on 16 th

Novenber, 2016 before an
appropri ate Bench subject to overnight part-heard
Conveni ence vol umes may be filed by t he parties
on the next date.

(Madhu Bal a) (Madhu Nar ul a)

Court Master Court Master



