| TEM NO. 4 REG STRAR COURT. 2 SECTION 111

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR SUNI L THOVAS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).5185/2006

STATE OF JAMMU & KASHM R Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
M S. TRI KUTA ROLLER FLOUR M LLS. P. LTD&ANR Respondent (' s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

W TH SLP(C) NO 12304 of 2006

(Wth prayer for interim relief)

SLP(C) NO 5769 of 2006

(Wth prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO. 5779 of 2006

(Wth prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO 5802 of 2006

(Wth prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO 5865 of 2006

(Wth prayer for interim relief)

Dat e: 24/01/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

Ast ha Shar ma, Adv.
Suni | Fer nandes, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

For Respondent (s)
Mani nder Si ngh, Adv.

Abhi nav Mukerji , Adv

s 5 5 5%

. M P. Devanat h. Adv.
M. Devendra Nautiyal, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
In SLP(C) No. 5185/ 2006 Vakal at nama and counter affidavit
has been filed by both the respondents. Hence, place the

matter before the Hon ble Court, as per Rule.
In SLP(C) No. 5769/ 2006 Vakal at nana has been filed by

bot h the respondents however they have not filed counter
af fidavit. They are granted one nore opportunity as a | ast
.2/ -
Item No. 4 2
chance for filing counter affidavit. Respondent No. 2
and 3 have been del eted by order dated 1.10.2008 of t he
Hon’ bl e Chamber Judge. Cause title has been anended
accordi ngly.
In SLP(C) No. 5779/ 2006 service is conplete. Vakal at nanma
has not been filed by t he respondents even now. No

representation for the respondents al so.
In SLP(C) No. 5802/ 2006 sol e respondent has been served.
Vakal at nama fil ed. Counter affidavit not filed even now.
However, granted four weeks time as a | ast chance for
filing counter affidavit, if any.
In SLP(C) No. 5865/ 2006 respondent No. 1 has been served.

Vakal at nama fil ed. Counter affidavit not filed even now
However, respondent No.1 granted four weeks tine as a | ast
chance for filing counter affidavit. Respondent No. 2 has

not filed Vakal at nama even now. No representation for



respondent No. 2.

In SLP(C) No. 12304/ 2006 both the respondents have fil ed
Vakal at nama and counter affidavit. Hence, place the matter
before the Hon' bl e Court, as per Rule.

It is seen fromthe office report that SLP(C)No.5803
and 5835/29006 which were tagged with the above SLPs were
di smi ssed by the Hon’ bl e Judge in Chanber by order dated
10. 11. 2010 for non prosecuti on.

Li st the inconplete matters on 28.2.2011.

(SUNI L THOMAS)
Regi strar



