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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).3940/2008

(From the judgement and order dated          21/04/2008   in   CRLA   No.
571/2007 of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

ASHOK LYNN COELHO                                      Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS.                            Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for substituted service,stay,permission to file
additional documents and office report )

Date: 09/07/2010    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE D.K. JAIN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATNAIK

For Petitioner(s)
                        Mr. Shekhar Naphade, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr. Shivaji M. Jadhav,Adv.

For Respondent(s)
                       Ms.   Aparajita Singh, Adv.
                       Mr.   Sanjay V. Kharde, Adv.
                       Ms.   Asha Gopalan Nair, Adv.
                       Mr.   Sunil Mittal, Adv.
                       Mr.   Mohit Chaudhary, Adv.
                       Mr.   Puja Sharma, Adv.
                       Mr.   A. Das, Adv.
                       Mr.   Ramesh Gopinathan, Adv.
                       Mr.   R.Chaudhary, Adv.

                       Mr. Rakesh K. Sharma,Adv.
                       Mr. A.V. Rangam ,Adv
                        Mr. Buddy A. Rangadhan, Adv.
                       Mr. M.P. Jha ,Adv
                        Mr. Ram Ekbal Roy, Adv.
                        Mr. Harshvardhan Jha, Adv.
                        Mr. Gaurav Bhatia, Adv.
                        Mr. Adarsh Upadhyay, Adv.
                        Mr. Abhishek Chaudhary, Adv.
                       Mr. Ravindra Keshavrao Adsure ,Adv
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 UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                     O R D E R

       learned counsel for the respondents, except

respondent No.4,   state that they do not propose

to file any response to the   petition.   In view of



the submission, let the matter be listed for final

disposal.

(VINOD LAKHINA)                     (N.B.DHYANI)
  Court Master                      Court Master


