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These Petitions were called on for hearing today.



M .G rish Anant hanmurthy, Adv.
Ms. Vai j ayant hi G rish, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) NO. 36286-36314 of 2011

Perused the office report.

Del ay condoned.

Since the petitioner has failed to conply wth the
direction given by the Court on an earlier occasion, the special
| eave petitions are dism ssed.

However, it is made clear that the petitioner shall be

free to apply for restoration of the special |eave petitions.

(Satish K Yadav) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



