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(Wth appl n(s) under Order XXVII of the SCR 1966 read with Section Xl Rule
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M. Shivaji M Jadhav, Adv.

M. Anish R Shah, Adv.

M. Brijkishor Sah, Adv.

Ms. Prity Kunwar, Adv.

=

V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.
Ms. Sushna Suri , Adv (not present)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

I.A No. 9 of 2012:

On 18.3.2013, four weeks’ tinme was granted to the Union of
India - defendant No. 1 to file reply to |.A No.9. Thereafter, on
2.5.2013, I.A was adjourned for July 30, 2013.

We find that no reply has been filed by the Union of India-
defendant No. 1 to this application. In our opinion, reply to I.A
No.9 by Union of India is necessary. Accordingly, it is directed
that Union of India- defendant No. 1 shall file reply to this IA
positively within four weeks.

I.A No. 10 of 2012:
M. Vinod A Bobde, I|earned senior counsel for the
plaintiff submts that this application nmay be deferred for sone tine.

Let this I.A conme for consideration along with A No. 9
after eight weeks.
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