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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.16130-16131/2004

(From the judgenent and order dated 06/08/ 2004 in WP 6457/ 04 & 6455/ 04
of The HI GH COURT OF BOVBAY)

RAJU SHETTI & ORS. Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
KHEMA HANMANTA KAMBLE & ORS. Respondent (s)

( Wth Appln(s). for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned Judgnent )
(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

Date : 23/08/2004 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G P. MATHUR

For Petitioner (s)M. U U Lalit, Sr. adv.
M. Gaurav Agrawal, Adv.
M. Prashant Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)M.Ashok H Desai, Sr. adv.
M. Sridhar Y. Chitale, Adv.
M's. Anuradha Rustagi, Adv.
M. S.V. Deshpande, Adv.

M. Abhijat P. Medh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
These special |eave petitions are directed against an interimorder of the High Court. Pursua
nt to the interimorder, elections have been held and result of the elections has been declare
d. The inpugned order makes it clear that the declaration of the result of the election shall
be subject to final outcone of the wit petitions in the High Court. The Hi gh Court i
tself can while hearing the wit petitions
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finally forman opinion on the legality and validity of the elections and can also forman op
ni on whether the interimorder which was passed on 6.8.2004 should have been passed or not. T
hat being the position of law, we are not inclined to interfere with the inpugned order of the
H gh Court at this stage.
The | earned counsel for the petitioners, however, points out that the el ection has been held f
or atermof 5 years and by the tine the wit petitions are taken up for hearing by the High C
ourt, the termof the elected representatives may be over. He also submits that an applicatio
n for early hearing and directions has already been noved in the High Court. 1In view of short
point arising for decision and in view of the fact that the dispute relates to election, we h
ave no reason to assunme why the High Court would not in its discretion grant the prayer for ea
rly hearing and take up the matter for hearing at the earliest.
That being the position, the special |eave petitions are disnissed.

(Ajay Kr. Jain)
(Radha R Bhati a)
Court Master
Court Master



