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ITEM NO.60                     COURT NO.6                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).16309/2011

(From the judgment and order dated 17/06/2011                  in    WP(Lodging)
No.1105/2011 of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY)

RAMESH NARANG                                              Petitioner(s)

                     VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ORS.                                      Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for permission to file volume-II and permission to
file volume-III and with prayer for interim relief and office
report)

WITH SLP(C) NO. 16358 of 2011
(With application for leave to place on record the subsequent
developments and with prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 26/03/2012      These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHANSU JYOTI MUKHOPADHAYA

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Akhil Sibal, Adv.
                        Mr. Salim Inamdar, Adv.
                        (for petitioner in SLP(C) No.16309 of 2011)

For Respondent(s)       Mr. Mukul Rohatgi, Sr. Adv.
                        Ms. Diya Kapur, Adv.
                        (for petitioner in SLP(C) No.16358 of 2011)

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

             After   Shri     Akhil   Sibal,   learned   counsel    for   the

     petitioner in SLP(C) No. 16309/2011 opened his arguments,

     we asked him whether the report to which               reference has
                                 2

been made in the impugned order has been placed on record.

Shri Sibal responded by stating that although the report

was   produced   before   the   High   Court,   copy   thereof   has

neither been made available to his client nor the same has

been produced before this Court.

      Since no one has appeared on behalf of the respondents

and it is necessary       for us to consider the report which



was placed before the High Court, we deem it proper to

adjourn the case for three weeks with a direction to the

respondents that on the next date of hearing, the report

to which reference has been made in paragraph 11 of the

impugned order and the records which had been considered

by the Director General, Civil Aviation (Security), shall

be produced before the Court.

      Put up on 16.04.2012.

      (Sanjay Kumar-II)                    (Phoolan Wati Arora)
        Court Master                           Court Master


