
ºSLP(C)NOS.16512-16513/2011
                                             1

ITEM NO.30                         COURT NO.3                 SECTION IX

               S U P R E M E          C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                                   RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s)     for    Special      Leave    to   Appeal   (Civil)   No(s).16512-
16513/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 28/04/2011 in       PILL No.
79/2010 & WP No. 1724/2010 of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

DEPTT.OF SOCIAL JUSTICE & ANR.                                  Petitioner(s)

                      VERSUS

NARESH GANGARAM GOSAVI & ORS.ETC.                               Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned
Judgment and prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 11/07/2011            These Petitions were called on for hearing
today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.V. RAVEENDRAN
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATNAIK

For Petitioner(s)            Ms. Aparajita Singh,Adv.
                             Mr. Sanjay Kharde,Adv.
                             Ms. Asha Gopalan Nair,Adv.

For Respondent(s)            Mr. Colin Gonsalves,Sr.Adv.
                             Mr. Divya Jyoti,Adv.
                             Ms.Jyoti Mendiratta,Adv.

                             Mr.   Rudreshwar Singh,Adv.
                             Mr.   Deepak Chitnis,Adv.
                             Mr.   Tapesh Kumar Singh,Adv.
                             Mr.   Kaushik Paddav,Addv.
                             Mr.   Gopal Jha,Adv.

               UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                   O R D E R

                     As the SLP is against the interim order,

          we    do    not    propose    to    exercise     jurisdiction

          under Section 136 of the Constitution of India
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        to     entertain     the    matter.       We,    therefore,

        dismiss these special leave petitions.

                 However, the time granted by the High

        Court for payment is extended by three months.

                 We make it clear that the interim order



        will    not   come    in    the    way   of   Committee    of

        Ministers     taking       an   independent     decision   as

        stated in the affidavit dated 15.3.2011s filed

        on behalf of the State Government, before the

        High Court and placing that decision before the

        High Court for its consideration at the time of

        final hearing.

         (O.P. Sharma)                                  ( M.S. Negi )
          Court Master                                   Court Master


