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C. A NO 3088/2004
STATE OF MEGHALAYA & ANR
ant (s)
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS.

Respondent ( s)

(with appl (s) for c/delay in filing rejoinder with office report)
Wth C A Nos. 3089/2004

(Wth appl (s) for permission to place addl. docunents on record and with office report)
CA. i ng OT.

No. 3090/ 2004(wi th appl (s) for exenpti on from fil
and of fice
report)
C. A Nos. 5835-5839/2004(with office report)
C. A No.6155/2004(with office report), C. A No.3830/2005

(Wth appl (s) for inpleadnment and with prayer for interimrelief with office report)

SECTI ON XI A

NDI A

VERSUS

of

Appel |

annexures

C. A, No. 3831/2005,C A. No.3832-3833/2005 (Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 18/07/2006 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ASHOK BHAN
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU

For Appellant(s) R F. Nari man, Sr. Adv.
.E.C. Agrawal a, Adv.
Mahesh Agarwal , Adv.

Ri shi Agarwal , Adv.
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R F. Nariman, Sr. Adv.
. Mani nder Si ngh, Adv.
Prat hi ba M Singh, Adv.
Gaurav Sharma, Adv.
Rahul Aj atshatru, Adv
Tejveer S. Bhatia, Adv.
Yogi nder, Adv.

T.S. Dev, Adv.
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In CA 3832-33/05 M. Soli J. Sorabjee, Sr. Adv.

M. Sudhir Chandra Agarwal a, Sr. Adv.
M. Dayan Krishnan, Adv.

M . Gaut am Nar ayan, Adv.

M. N khil Nayyar, Adv.

M . Bhagabati Prasad Padhy, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. L. Nageswara Rao, Sr. Adv.

For St. of Keral a M. Ranesh Babu MR, Adv.
M. Sushrut Jindal, Adv.

St. of Arunachal P. M. Anil Shrivastava, Adv.



for UA A. Sharan, ASG
Amt Anand Tewari, Adv.
Sal i nee Ranj an, Adv.

Sushma Suri, Adv.
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For St. of WB. Al taf Ahmad, Sr. Adv.
T.C. Sharnma, Adv.

Neel am Shar ma, Adv.
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A. Mariarput ham Adv.
Aruna Mat hur, Adv.

Mni N Nair, Adv. for
s. Arputham Aruna & Co.

SFFF

=

Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

In conpl i ance with our order gi ven on t he previ ous

hearing, Union of India has filed its response today in the Court which is

t aken on record.

Keepi ng in view the i mportance of t he constitutional

| aw points raised, in our opinion, the matter should be heard by a three

Judge Bench. Registry is directed to place the papers before the Hon’ ble

the Chief Justice of India for appropriate orders.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (Kanwal Si ngh)
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