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SLP(C) No. 6928 OF 1999

| TEM No. 12 + 63 Court No. 9 SECTI ON Xl
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.6928/1999

(From the judgenent and order dated 08/10/1998 in CMAP 968/ 97
of The H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

STATE OF U.P. & ORS Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
JEET S. BI SHT & ANR Respondent (s)

( Wth Appln(s). for exenption fromfiling OT. and

Appln. for taking affidavit on record and for intervention/

i mpl eadnent as RR & directions and for accepting supplenentary
affidavit and with prayer for interimrelief )

( FOR DI RECTI ONS )
( ALONGW TH THE RECORD OF SLP (C) NO. 4135/2002 )

W TH
W P( C) No. 164/ 2002

"IN RE: THE | MPLEMENTATI ON & THE WORKI NG OF
CONSUMER PROTECTI ON ACT, 1986"

( FOR DI RECTI ONS )

SLP(C) No. 13683/2001
( Wth appln. for exem fromfiling OT. )
( For final disposal )

Cont. Pet.(C) No.151/2002 in SLP(C) No.6928/1999
( Wth appln. for exem fromfiling OT. )

Date : 06/05/2002 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R C. LAHOTI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Bl SHESHWAR PRASAD S| NGH

Rakesh Dwi vedi, Sr. Adv.
Abhi shek Chaudhary, Adv.
Ashok K. Srivastava, Adv.

For Petitioner (s)
In SLP 6928/ 99

In WP 164/ 2002 T.V. Ratnam Adv.

K. Subba Rao, Adv.
In SLP 13683/ 01 . Javed Mahnmud Rao, Adv.
s. K V. Bharati Upadhyay, Adv.
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For Appearing parties: @@
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For Union of India

State of Punjab

St at e of
M zoram

Quj arat &
State of Keral a

State of Tripura
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State of Arunachal

Pr adesh

U. T. of Chandigarh

State of Nagal and

Govt. of Pondichery

State of A P.

State of U P.

State of Assam
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State of Meghal aya

Harish N. Sal ve, S. G
Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.
Satya M tra, Adv.
Vi pi n Si ngh, Adv.
Sushma Suri, Adv.
B. V. Bal ram Das, Adv.

M N. Krishnamani, Sr.Adv.
C. K. Sucharita, Adv.

Shobha Di kshit, Sr.Adv.
Sandhya Goswami , Adv.

At ul
R S. Suri, Adv.

Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv.
Anu Sawhney, Adv.
Aruna Gupt a, Adv.

K. R Sasi prabhu, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Rahul Si ngh, Adv.

Ani | Shrivast av, Adv.
Kam ni Jai swal , Adv.

Ai shwarya Rao, Adv.

V. D. Khanna, Adv.
Sanj ay K. Shandil ya, Adv.

V.G Pragasam Adv.

T.V. Ratnam Adv.
K. Subba Rao, Adv.

R C. Verma, Adv.

Kri shna Sar nma, Adv.

Asha G Nair, Adv.

V. K. Si dat har an, Adv.

At ul Kumar, Adv.

M s. Corporate Law G oup, Advs.

Sakesh Kunar, Adv.
S. K. Agni hotri, Adv.

Ranji Thomras, Adv.
M. Javed M Rao, Adv.

Sonam P. Wangdi, Adv. General

Brij ender Chahar, Adv.
Jyoti Chahar, Adv.
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Ranj an Miukherj ee, Adv.

Nanda, Dy. Advocate Ceneral, Punjab
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U Ts.

Andaman & Ni cobar
I sl ands, Daman & Di u,

of Bi har Ms. Sunita R Singh, Adv.
for M. B.B. Singh, Adv.
of Jharkhand Ashok WMat hur, Adv.

of Haryana . J. P. Dhanda, Adv.
s. Raj Rani Dhanda, Adv.
K. P. Singh, Adv.
of Kar nat aka Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

Satya M tra, Adv.

of Goa A. Subhashi ni , Adv.

of Orissa Jana Kal yan Das, Adv.
Bi r Singh, Adv.

of Maharashtra S. V. Deshpande, Adv.

of Uttaranchal Ajay K. Agrawal, Adv.
Al ka Agrawal , Adv.

Mahesh Chandr a, Adv.

n -

of H. P. Nar esh K. Shar ma, Adv.

of Tam | Nadu Revat hy Raghavan, Adv.

T. C. Shar na, Adv.
Neel am Shar ma, Adv.

of West Bengal

of J & K Ani s Suhr awar dy, Adv.

of Del hi, Suni ta Shar ma, Adv.
R K. Rat hor e, Adv.
D. S. Mahra, Adv.
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Dadra & Nagar Haveli,

Lakshadweep

For NCDRC Bar M. S. K Sharna, Adv.

Associ ation

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
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No response has been filed on behalf of the Union of
India. Another four weeks” tinme is allowed for the purpose.
However, we expect the Union of India to positively respond
within this nuch tine.
4] -
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M. M N.  Krishnamani, |earned senior counsel for
NCDRC Bar Association subnits that the Conmission wurgently
needs a Joint Registrar in the absence whereof the working
of the Commission is alnost paralysed. After hearing the
| earned Solicitor General, we direct the Secretary, Mnistry
of Consunmer Affairs, Food and Public Distribution to hold a
meeting with the Chairman of the Conmission and neke
available the services of a Joint Registrar in accordance
with the consensus arrived at between the two at such
meeting. The conpliance shall be made in two weeks.

Such of the States who have not yet responded, may
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file their response within four weeks. |If no response is
filed within this nmuch tinme, it will be assumed that the
concerning State has no coments to offer and the Court
shal |l proceed with the hearing of the natter.

S.L.P. (C NO 13683/2001@@
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Let a copy of the paper book be made available to
| earned Solicitor Ceneral.

(Neena Ver ma) (Radha Rani Bhati a)
Court Master Court Master



