vI TEM NO 101 Court No. 13 SECTION | X

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 4619-4633 COF 2004
NAMDEO & ORS. Appel lant (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA Respondent ( s)

Dat e: 24/08/2011 These Appeal s were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE CYRI AC JCOSEPH
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
For Appellant(s) M. S.Udaya Kumar Sagar, Adv.
Ms. Bi na Madhavan, Adv.
Ms. Praseena E. Joseph, Adv.
MS. Lawyer’S Knit & Co, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M . Shankar Chillarge, Adv.
Ms. Asha CGopal an Nair, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
The appeals are allowed in terns of the signed order.
(Shashi Sar een) (Sharda Kapoor)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
awviL APPEAL NOs. 4619-4633 OF 2004
NAMDEO & ORS. C. Appel I ant (s)
Ver sus
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA .. Respondent ( s)
ORDER
1. In these appeal s | eave was granted on 26.07.2004.

Wil e granting leave, this Court had directed that these
appeal s should be taken up along with Cvil Appeal Nos. 92-

105 of 2004. However, it is ment i oned by t he | ear ned



counsel for the appellants that when Cvil Appeal Nos. 92-

105 of 2004 were posted for hearing, these appeals were |left

out by nistake and hence could not be heard and di sposed of

al ong with t hem It is al so submitted by t he | ear ned
counsel for the appellants that Cvil Appeal Nos. 92-105 of

2004 were allowed by this court as per the judgnent dated

15th April, 2009 reported in 2009 (6) SCR 632. As per the
sai d judgnent, the appeals were allowed and the judgnment of

the H gh Court was set aside and consequently the order of

the Reference Court was restored. Learned counsel submts
that in view of the above judgnment in Cvil Appeal Nos.
92-105 of 2004, t hese appeal s al so nmay be

-2

all owed as the issues raised in these appeals are the sane

as those which were raised in the disposed of appeals and

the order inpugned in these appeals and t he order i npugned
in Cvil Appeal Nos. 92-105 of 2004 are the sane.

2. Learned counsel for the respondents does not dispute
that the inmpugned order is the same in both set of civi

appeal s and that the issues raised in these appeals are

covered by the decision in Civil Appeal Nos. 92-105 of
2004.
4, In the light of the above subni ssions and in view of

the decision in Cvil Appeal Nos. 92-105 of 2004, we allow
these appeals with costs and set aside the inpugned judgnent
of the High Court. The order of the Reference Court stands

restored. Counsel’s fee assessed at Rs. 25, 000/ -

(T. S. THAKUR)



New Del hi ,
August 24, 2011.



