¢l TEM NO. 35 COURT NO. 5 SECTI ON X

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL M SCELLANEQUS PETI TI ON NO. 6192 OF 2009
I'N
VWRI T PETITION (CRL.) NOS.7-10 OF 2006

NEERAJ PATHAK & ORS. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF U.P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions and permission to file reply
af fidavit)

Date: 22/01/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A. K. PATNAI K
For Petitioner(s) M . Harinder Mhan Singh, Adv.

Rat nakar Dash, Sr. Adv.
Rajiv K. Dubey, Adv.
Kam endra M shra, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

SS=

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The crim nal m scel | aneous petition
di sposed of.

[ Al'ka Dudeja ] [ Neeru Bala Vij ]
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRIM NAL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL M SCELLANEQUS PETI TI ON NO. 6192 OF 2009
WRI T PETITION (CRI lv: HAL) NOS7- 10 OF 2006
Neeraj Pathak and Os.

Ver sus

State of Uttar Pradesh and Os.

is

... Petitioner(s)

... Respondent (s)



We have heard | earned counsel for the parties.

Lear ned counsel appeari ng for t he petitioners
submitted that a security guard has been provided to them

W direct t hat t he respondent s woul d provi de t he
security to t he petitioners as | ong as it is i mperative
according to the threat perception and the decision in that
regard woul d be t aken by the concerned authority wi t hout

bei ng influenced by any orders passed by this Court.
The crinmnal mscellaneous petition is, accordingly,
di sposed of.

[A K. PATNAI K]
New Del hi ,

January 22, 2010.



