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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Several interlocutory applications have been
filed in Cvil Appeal No.2685 of 2007 by several
applicants praying that they may be inpl eaded as
parties in the appeal.

It is their case that their wit petitions were
di sposed of finally by the H gh Court and that they are



equally interested in the appeals pending before this

Court. We do not see any reason to all ow t he
applications for inpleadnment, but there is no reason

why t hey cannot be heard in the main appeal
Accordingly, t he application for i mpl eadnent is

nodi fied and we direct that the applicants will be
entitled to intervene and nmay nake subnissions at the
time of final hearing of the appeal. However, we al so
observe that since the wit petitions have been deci ded
in favour of the applicants, in these |I.As, the State may
be well advised to file separate special |eave petitions.
The applications for inpleadment are disposed of.

Let the hearing of the appeal be expedited.
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