
 IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT GOA

 CIVIL REVISION APPLICATION NO. 251 OF 1999

           1. S. Kaskar.

           2. Ulhas Kamble.

           3. George Komarpilly.

           4. Vishwanath Simepurskar.

           5. Uday Agondekar.

           6. Baburao Parab,
              All residing at Vasco-da-Gama,
              Goa. ... Petitioners.

 VERSUS

 1. Paul Fernandes.

           2. Ashok Shinde.

           3. Goa Shipyard Ltd.,
              represented by its
              Chairman & Managing
              Director, Vasco, Goa.

           4. R.K. Vajjahu,
              General Manager,
              Vasco, Goa.

           5. C.I.S.F.,
              Assistant Commander,
              Goa Shiphard Unit Vasco.

           6. Union of India,
              by its Home Secretary,
              Ministry of Home Affairs,
              North Block, New Delhi. ... Respondents.

 Mr. C. S. de Silva, Advocate for the Petitioners.

           Mr. V.P. Thali, Sr. Central Govt. Standing Counsel for the
           Respondents No.5 and 6.

 CORAM:CORAM:CORAM: V. C. DAGA, J. V. C. DAGA, J. V. C. DAGA, J.

 DATE:  21ST JUNE, 2002.
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           ORAL JUDGMENT:

 This revision application is directed against the

           order  passed  by  the  Addl.   Civil  Judge  S.D.   at

           Vasco-da-Gama  dated  25th June, 1998 in Regular  Civil

           Suit No.46/1997 dismissing the application filed by the

           present  Applicants who were shown as plaintiffs in the

           suit  for deletion of their names.  It appears from the

           record  that the application, similar to the one  moved

           by  the present petitioners was moved before the  Trial

           Court  came  to be rejected by a common order which  is

           impugned in the present revision.

           2.    Others being aggrieved by the common order, filed

           Civil  Revision Applications No.221 and 222/1999.  Both

           these  revisions  came  to be allowed  by  the  learned

           Single  Judge  of  this Court dated 3lst  March,  2002.

           Subsequent   to  this  order,   other  Civil   Revision

           Applications,   being  Civil    Revision   Applications

           No.69/1999  and  31/2000 were also allowed.  Since  the

           order  involved in the present revision application  is

           the same order which was involved in all these revision

           and all those revisions were allowed.

           3.    In  this  view of the matter and for the  reasons

           stated  in  the  said  Orders, the  impugned  order  is

           quashed  and  set  aside.    The  application   seeking
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           deletion is allowed.  The Revision Petition is allowed,

           with no order as to costs.

 ((( V. C. DAGA ) V. C. DAGA ) V. C. DAGA )
 JUDGE.JUDGE.JUDGE.

           sl.


