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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (CGivil) No(s).17327/2006

(From the judgenent and order dat ed 04/03/2005 in SA No. 623/1987
and dated 24/03/2006 in RP No.3/2006 of The H GH COURT OF BOVBAY)

SHAKUNTALA RAMRAO YADAV & ANR. Petiti oner(s)
VERSUS
APPASAHEB RACSAHEB DESAI (D) BY LRS. &ORS Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,c/delay in refiling
SLP, exenption fromfiling c¢c/c of the inpugned Judgment and prayer
for interimrelief and office report ))

W TH

SLP(C) NO. 17328 of 2006

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,c/delay in refiling

SLP, exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned Judgment and office
report ))

Dat e: 04/ 04/2014 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R M LODHA
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE KURI AN JOSEPH

For Petitioner(s)

SLP 17327/ 2006 M. Aar ohi Bhal l a, Adv.

M . Shi shir Deshpande, Adv.

M. Amt Yadav, Adv.

Ms. Suj at a Kur dukar, Adv.
SLP 17328/ 2006 M. Shivaji M Jadhav, Adv. (not present)
For Respondent (s) M. Jay Savla, Adv.

Ms. Renuka Sahu, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
S.L.P. (Civil) No. 17328 of 2006

This special |eave petition has been filed
2

agai nst the inpugned orders dated 04.03. 2005 passed
in Second Appeal No. 623 of 1987 and
24.03. 2006 passed in Review Petition No. 3 of 2006.
According to Ofice Report dated April 3,
2014, respondent Nos. 11 to 13 in special |eave

petition arising out of Review Petition No. 3 of

dat ed



2005, who are common respondent Nos. 12 to 14 in
special |leave petition arising out of Second Appea
No. 623 of 1987, have expired but no application
for their substitution has been made by t he
advocate-on-record for the petitioners.

In case no application for substitution of
the deceased respondents is filed within four weeks
by t he petitioners, t he speci al | eave petition
shal | stand di sm ssed qua deceased respondents.

| f substitution application is filed
within the above tine, the sane shall be placed

bef ore | earned Chanber Judge for consideration

S.L.P. (Civil) No. 17327 of 2006

Lear ned counsel for t he petitioners
submits that respondent No. 15 (respondent No. 21
before t he Hi gh Court) has expired and since

application for his substitution has been dism ssed
3

by the | earned Chanber Judge on 23. 04.2013, the
petitioners are not pressi ng this speci al | eave
petition against respondent No. 15.

Accordingly, speci al | eave petition is
di smi ssed as agai nst respondent No. 15 (respondent

No. 21 before the Hi gh Court).

(Raj esh Dham) (Renu Di wan)
Court Master Court Master



