
ìITEM NO.22                       COURT NO.3                SECTION XIA

                S U P R E M E       C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                                 RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)....../2011
                                                  CC 7750/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 03/04/2009 in                WA No. 2867/2007
of The HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM)

KERALA STATE TODDY SHOP CONT.ASSN.                           Petitioner(s)

                     VERSUS

STATE OF KERALA                                              Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for permission to file SLP and office report)

WITH S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 7869 of 2011
(With appln(s) for permission to file SLP, prayer for interim relief
and office report)

Date: 09/05/2011      This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.V. RAVEENDRAN
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATNAIK

For Petitioner(s)
In SLP...CC 7750/11        Mr.   P.S. Patwalia, Sr. Adv.
In SLP...CC 7869/11        Mr.   P. Vishwanatha Shetty, Sr. Adv.
                           Mr.   V.K. Biju, Adv.
                           Mr.   V.K. Verma,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

                There is a delay of 648 and 637 days respectively
     in the filing of these two                special leave petitions by
     the Kerala State Toddy Shop Contractors Association and
     by   All    India    Toddy    Tappers    Workers   Association.     The
     petitioners         have    sought   to     explain   the   delay    by
     submitting that they were not parties to the judgment and
     the SLPs became necessary in view of the fact that it
     affects a large number of persons.
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       On the facts and circumstances, we consider that
this is not a fit case for condonation of delay or to
grant permission.

       We find that the order that is challenged in these
two SLPs is already under challenge in C.A. Nos.4039-
4053/2009.   It is open to the petitioners to intervene in
C.A. Nos.4039-4053/2009.

       Permission to file SLPs declined.
       Special leave petitions are dismissed.



   ( Ravi P. Verma )                    ( M.S. Negi )
      Court Master                       Court Master


