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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
Cvil Appeal No. 2509 of 2002

Aditya Pratap Bhanj Dev

. Appel | ant (s)

VS.

A. P. Schedul ed Tri be Enpl oyees Association & Os.
. Respondent ( s)
(with office report)
Date: 17/02/2004 Thi s/ These matter(s) was/were called on for hearing
t oday.
CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.H KAPAD A
For Appellant (s)M. P P Rao, Sr. Adv.
J V Suryanarayana, Sr. Adv.
Shiv Kumar Suri, Adv.
Venkat Rangadas Kanuri, Adv.

T Lakshni narayana, Adv.
Mahadakshi ni Pavani, Adv.

Fsss%

For Respondent (s)M. B Tarakam Sr. Adv.
T N Rao, Adv.

A Ranesh, Adv.

Maheshwar a Rao, Adv.

B Sridhar, Adv.
K Ram Kumar, Adv.

s S5 555

T V Ratnam Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard M. P P Rao, |earned senior counsel for the appellant at |ength.



When the | earned senior counsel appearing for respondent No. 1 commenced his argunents and re

i ed upon the docunent referred to at page 93 of Vol. | of the paperbooks, the |earned senior c
ounsel appearing for the appellant stated that this docunent could not be relied upon as no op
portunity at all was given to the appellant to explain the sane either before the Hi gh Court o
r before this Court. W do not accept this subm ssion that no opportunity was given in this C
ourt because at the tine of filing the special |eave petition the appellant was aware of this
docunent. However, seeing that justice is done to the party, we adjourn this matter for three
weeks giving an opportunity to the appellant to explain this docunent.

To be treated as part-heard.

(D.P. WALIA) (JANKI BHATIA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



