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NEWDELHI, DHNS: The Supreme Courton
Tuesday asked Tamil Nady s Advocate General
why therewas inaction and “unnecessary de-
lay”in deciding disqualification Detitions filed :
2gainst Depury Chief Minister Paneerselvan |
and10 other AIADMK MLAS, for defying the j
whip and voting againstthe £ KPalaniswams: ;
government in then February trust vate.. |

The top court asked the law officer 1o tell i
-when the Assembly Speaker will decide the l
matter, . ‘

“The Speaker should have decided the !
matter. Notice should have beenissued There
is noTedson tonotto decideit. Itis inacdon,
Delayis unnecessary. Tell us what dg you
propose to dp;”a three-judge bench presided
over by Chief Justice § A Bobde asked Adyo-
cate Genperg| Vijay Narayan, representing the
AssemnySecretary.

Senior advacate Mukul Rohatg, appearing
for Paneerselvam and others, contendeq that
the plea made in the Writ petition filad by

MIA and whip in Assembly, RSal.
krapani and others in the Madras High Court -
- todeclarethe 1 ATIADMK ML As a5 disqual
ified was given up, nothing survivedin the
matter, which should now pe closed,
Senijor advacate Kapil Sibaj, Tepresenting



