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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).899/2011

(From t he judgenent and order dat ed 06/08/2010 in WP No. 14478/ 2000
of the H GH COURT OF CALCUTTA)

UNION OF | DNI A Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

MADAN MOHANDAS & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

W TH

SLP(C) NO 32213 of 2011

(Wth appln.(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and office report)
SLP(C) NO. 21648 of 2010

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

WP(C NO 121 of 2010

(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO 11796 of 2011

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
SLP(C) NO 156 of 2011

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
SLP(C) NO. 23908 of 2011

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

SLP(C) NO. 17247 of 2007

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
(For Final Disposal)

W TH

Cvil Appeal NO 5167 of 2011

(Wth office report)

Date: 02/02/ 2012 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERVA

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
For Petitioner(s) M. A Ranmesh, Adv.

M. B.K Prasad, Adv.

M. S. N Terdal, Adv.

M. Anado Miukherjee, Adv.
2

M. R K Tanwar, Adv.

M. Ranj an Mukherj ee, Adv.
Ms. Tanushree Mikherjee, Adv.

R K. CGupta, Adv.
S. K Gupta, Adv.
M K. Si ngh, Adv.
Shekhar Kumar, Adv.

= sss%

s. Sarl a Chandra, Adv.

M. Brij Mathew, Adv.



James P Thonas, Adv.
Rohit Kumar Singh, Adv.

Rohit Kumar Singh, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Sounmitra G Chaudhuri, Adv.
Abhijit Sengupta, Adv.

B. P. Yadav, Adv.

Raja Chatterjee, Adv.

H K. Puri, Adv.
Ani t ha Shenoy, Adv

Anil V. Katarki, Adv.
Veena A. Katarki, Adv.
E. R Sumat hy, Adv

Ni she Raj en Shonker, Adv.

R K. CGupta, Adv.
S. K. Gupta, Adv.
M K. Si ngh, Adv.
Shekhar Kunar, Adv.

Ashwani Bhar dwaj , Adv.
Abhi shek Atrey, Adv.
Shi vi ka Jai n, Adv.
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M. MT. George, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
SLP(C) No. 17247/ 2007:
Respondent B. K. Nagar aj , beneficiary to t he
3
Schene, has di ed. O her Respondents Nos.2 and 3 are the
State Governnment and its functionaries.
Ther ef or e, as far as this speci al | eave
petition is concerned, it has becone infructuous and is
di sm ssed as such.
SLP(C) Nos. 32213/ 2010, 21648/2010 & 11796/ 2011:
Servi ce on respondent s is not conpl et e.
Petitioners to take steps afresh for effecting service
on unserved respondents. Dasti, in addi ti on, is
permtted.
List all these and connected matters after all
the respondents are served.
(A. D. Sharnma) (S.S.R Krishna)

Court Master Court Master



