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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR M A. SAYEED

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).25436-25437/2012

ASHOK MURARI PATIL & ANR. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for permission to file additional docunents
and office report)

Date: 01/03/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
M. Sunil Kunmar, Adv.
M . Chander Shekhar Ashri, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Chirag M Shroff, Adv.
M. R K Kenanda Singh, Adv.
Ms.Suchitra Atul Chitale , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Respondent No.1 is reported to be duly and properly served through
standi ng counsel but none appeared nor any steps have been taken on his
behal f.

Counter affidavit has not been filed by respondent Nos.2 to 4,
despite the reasonable tine granted by the Court.

It is pertinent to note that the office report indicates that the
| earned counsel for the petitioner, as per

Item No. 44 -2-

the order dated 6.7.2012, was supposed to file on record the copy of the
counter affidavit filed by the respondents before the High Court.

The | earned counsel for the petitioner has enphasized before the
Court that the rel evant docunent has already been filed in Volune 111 of
the record, which is not found in the file.

Regi stry to ascertain, verify and submt the necessary report by
14.3.2013 so as to facilitate this court to pass further necessary orders.
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