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REVI SED
REG STRAR COURT. 2 SECTI ON X
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR MR. MV RAMESH

Wit Petition(s)(Cvil) No(s) . 643/ 2015

ALL I NDI A JUDGES ASSCCI ATI ON Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(with appln. (s) for permission to file synopsis and list of dates
and office report)

Date : 25/04/2016 This petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
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Mayuri Raghuvanshi, Adv.

Avani sh Rat hi , Adv.
Apoorv Kurup, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

Archana Si ngh, Adv.
Abhi st h Kumar, Adv.
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Ani ruddha P. Mayee, Adv.

Anki ta Chadha, Adv.
Annam D. N. Rao, Adv.
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M. A Radhakri shnan, Adv.

Sapam Bi swajit Meitei, Adv.
Ashok Kumar Singh, Adv.
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Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by

Madhu G over
Dat e: 2016. 04. 27
16: 22: 02 SCT

Ms. Vidushi Garg, Adv.
Reason:

M. Bharat Sangal, Adv.

M. B. V. Bal aram Das, Adv.
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M. Sandeepan Pat hak, Adv.
M. C. D. Singh, Adv.
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Devendra Si ngh, Adv.

Hari sh Kumar Khi nchi, Adv.
D. S. Mahra, Adv.

Y. Lokesh, Adv.
Kri shnanand Pandeya, Adv.

Mai trayee

Banerj ee, Adv.

Kunal Chatterji, Adv.

Mukesh K.

Gri, Adv.

Kani ka Si ngh, Adv.
Mukul  Kumar, Adv.

Ashut osh G , Adv.
Mar sook Baf aki, Adv.
Ni khil Goel, Adv.

Ni khi | Nayyar, Adv.

P. I. Jose, Adv.

Ranj an Mukherj ee, Adv.

Si bo Sankar M shra, Adv.

Sudhanshu

Var i nder

S. Choudhari, Adv.

Kumar Shar ma, Adv.

Prabu Ramasubr anmani an, Adv.
V. G Pragasam Adv.

V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.
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M s Arput ham Aruna & Co., Adv.
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K. V. Jagdi shvar an, Adv.
G Indira, Adv.

Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv.

Edwar d Bel ho, Adv.
K. Enatoli Senm, Adv.

Pragati Neekhra, Adv.
Preeti ka Dwi vedi , Adv.
Moni ka, Adv.
Ashut osh Kumar Shar ma, Adv.

Rachana Sri vast ava, Adv.

S. S. Shanshery, Adv.
Ruchi Kohl i, Adv.



Ms. Sneha Kalita, Adv.

T. A. Khan, Adv.
B. K. Prasad, Adv.

Suryanaryana Si ngh, Adv.
Pragati Neekhra, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Respondent Nos. 6, 19, 21, 30, 40, 52, 66 and 67 have already filed
the counter affidavit.

O her appearing respondents have failed to file the counter
affidavit within the period stipulated under the rules.

Service of notice is conplete on the remaining respondents but
no one has entered appearance on their behal f. Viewed thus, the
matter shall be processed for listing before the Hon’ bl e Court
under the rules.

(M V RAMESH)
Regi strar



