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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CIVIL APPEAL NO. 2740 OF 2007
STATE OF U.P. & ORS Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
ALL U. P. CONSUMER PROTECTI ON BAR ASS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth prayer for interimrelief)
W TH
WP(C) NO 164 of 2002
(Wth office report)

Dat e: 08/12/2010 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI
HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. L. GOKHALE
For Appell ant(s) M. R K CQupta, Adv.

M. Rajiv Dubey, Adv.
for M. Kam endra M shra, Adv.

For Respondent(s) Ms. Sarbani Kar, Adv.
for M. Avijit Bhattacharjee, Adv.
Ms. Sandhya Goswami, Adv. (N.P.)
M. Arun K Sinha, Adv. (N.P.)
Ms. Anil Katiyar,Adv. (N P.)
Ani s Suhrawardy, Adv. (N.P.)
C. K. Sucharita, Adv. (N.P.)

Hemant i ka Wahi, Adv. (N. P.)
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Janar anj an Das, Adv. (N.P.)

Ms. Sei na Bakshi, Adv.
Ms. Sushma Suri, Adv.
for M. B.V. Bal aram Das, Adv.

M. Naresh K. Sharnm, Adv.

M. R Sathish, Adv.

M. D.K. Devesh, Adv.
M. Sahill S. Chauhan, Adv.
for M. R Gopal akri shnan, Adv.

Ms. Aruna Mat hur, Adv.



M. Yusuf Khan, Adv.
For M'S. Arputham Aruna & Co., Adv.

M. Ri ku Sarnm, Adv.
Navneet Kumar, Adv.
Cor porate Law G oup, Adv.

n-

for
V.G Pragasam Adv.
S.J. Aristotle, Adv.
Prabu Ranasubr amani an, Adv.
L. A J. Selvam Adv.
T. Harish Kumar, Adv. (N P.)
Pradeep M sra, Adv. (N P.)
S. Srinivasan, Adv. (N.P.)
D.S. Mahra, Adv. (N P.)
Ranj an Miukherjee, Adv. (N. P.)
Ravi ndra Kumar, Adv. (N.P.)
Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv. (N.P.)
Sanjay R Hegde, Adv. (N. P.)
Raj esh Srivastava, Adv. (N. P.)
T.V. Ceorge, Adv. (N P.)
Bal aji Srinivasan, Adv. (N P.)

Ajay Pal,Adv. (N P.)
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Gunnam Venkat eswara Rao, Adv. (N.P.)
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

In pur suance of t he directions
Di vi si on Bench of t he Al | ahabad Hi gh
Court, the Chief Secretary, Governnment of Utar Pradesh,
Lucknow, has filed a conpr ehensi ve
19.10. 2010, in which it has been indicated that the State
Government has taken necessary steps in conpliance of the
order dated 8.10.1998 passed by the Allahabad Hi gh Court.

Accordi ng to t he said af fidavit,
Government vide its order dated 24.1.2004, has sanctioned
a total of 15 posts, including two posts of Menbers of
the State Consuner Disputes Redressal Conmi ssion and as
on dat e, t wo Benches of t he State
functioning in the State.

In our considered view, two Benches are hardly
adequate to | ook after the work of the entire State. W
woul d like the Chief Secretary to get a survey conducted
and informthis Court that |ooking to the popul ace and
t he quantum of work, how many nore Benches are required
within the State of U . P. Let the survey be conducted and
the report thereof be submitted to this Court within six
weeks from today.
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In t he af fidavit it is further ment i oned t hat
i nfrastructural facilities have been provi ded to t he
State Commi ssi ons. Let t he State of u. P. Consurmer
Protection Bar Association file a reply, if any, within
four weeks fromtoday with an advance copy thereof to the
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| eaned counsel for the State of U. P., who would be at

liberty to file its reply within two weeks thereafter.

Li st on 18th January, 2011.

(A S. BISHT) (NEERU BALA VIJ)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



