| TEM NO. 63 COURT NO. 9 SECTI ON PI L

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 56 OF 2004

PRAJVWALA Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling OT. and office report )

(FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL)

Date: 21/11/2005 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. SINHA

HON BLE MR JUSTICE P. K.  BALASUBRAMANYAN
For Petitioner(s) M. Colin Gonsal ves, Sr.Adv.

Ms. Aparna Bhat, Adv.
M. Vipin M Benjanin, Adv.

M. P.Ranmesh Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Gopal Singh, Adv.

M. Rturaj, Adv.

Ms. A. Subhashi ni , Adv

Ms. Rachna Srivastava, AAG



For

NALSA

Aruneshwar Gupta , Adv

M. Naveen Kumar Singh, Adv.

M. Sarup Singh, Sr.AAG

Arun K. Sinha , Adv

G E. Vahanvati, SG
A. Sar an, ASG

S.Wasim A Qadri, Adv.
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Ri shi Kesh, Adv.

Ms. Sushma Suri, Adv.

M. H. Baruah, Adv.

Ms Anil Katiyar , Adv

M. A. Saran, ASG

=

S.Wasim A Qadri, Adv.

Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.

M. CGourab K Banerji, Sr.Adv.

Ms. Rubu Singh Ahuja, Adv.

Ani s Suhrawardy , Adv

B.B. Singh , Adv

M. Kumar Raj esh Singh, Adv.

Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv

Kam ni Jai swal , Adv
Ms. Shomi |l a Bakshi, Adv.
Ms. Sunita Dw vedi, Adv.

Ms. Rani, Adv.

Tara Chandra Sharmm , Adv

Ms. Neel am Sharma, Adv.



M. T.V. Ratnam, Adv

M. A Mariarputham Adv.
Ms. Aruna Mathur, Adv.

M S Arput ham Aruna & Co.

M. R Ayyam Perural , Adv

M. S.Vallinayagam Adv.

M. Ranjan Mukherjee , Adv

M. V.G Pragasam, Adv

M. J.S. Attri , AAG

Ms. Shivani Thakur, Adv.

Ms.D. Bharathi Reddy , Adv

M. B.S. Banthia , Adv

M . Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh , Adv

M . Radha Shyam Jena , Adv

M. Anil Shrivastav , Adv
M. Saurabh Srivastava, Adv.

Ms. Smita, Adv.

M. Sanjay R Hegde , Adv
M. Anil K Mshra, Adv.

M. A. Rohen Singh, Adv.

Ms. Pinky Anand, Adv.
M. Copal Prasad , Adv
M. Raj esh Pathak, Adv.

M. Arup Banerjee, Adv.



M. Sanjay Jain

Ms.

M.

M.

, Adv

Kri shna Sarma, Adv.
V. K. Si dar dhan, Adv.

R ku Sarma, Adv. for

M S Cor porate Law G oup

M.

Ms.

Suparna Srivastava, Adv.

Deepti Singh, Adv.

M. Rajesh Srivastava , Adv

M. Ravi Prakash Mehrotra , Adv

Ms.

M.

M.

M.

Al ka Agarwal , Adv.

Garvesh Kabra, Adv.

Upamanyu Hazari ka, Adv.

Satya Mtra, Adv.

Ms. Sumita Hazari ka , Adv

M.

M.

Aj ay Siwach, Adv.

Sandeep Sharnma, Adv.

M. T.V. CGeorge , Adv

M.

M.

M.

M.

M.

Manoj Saxena, Adv.
Anit Meharia, Adv.

M P. Mehari a, Adv.

S. S. Shi nde, Adv.

V. N. raghupat hy, Adv.

M. Mikesh K. Gri ,Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Lear ned counsel

t he

appearing on behalf of the Union of

India submts that



Gover nment of I ndi a is now agreeabl e to t ake a holistic view o
f t he matter. It is

subm tted t hat t he Nat i onal Commi ssi on for Wonen has al so submtte

appropriate schenme, which has to be considered by the concerned departnents of the

Central Gover nnent , M. Gaur av Banerj ee, | ear ned seni or counsel appe
aring on

behal f of the National Legal Services Authority (NALSA) subnits that a schene

has
al so been submitted by NALSA. A copy of t he sai d schene nmay
be, if not al r eady
handed over, supplied to the learned Solicitor General for India. Let the m
atter be
post ed on 30th January, 2006 for passi ng appropriate directions in

rel ation to such

questions which, according to M. Colin Gonsal ves, |earned Seni or Counsel appearing

for the petitioner, do not have any nonitory invol venent of the Central Governnent.

(P.D. Bal odi) (Pushap L
at a Bhar dwaj )

Court Master C
ourt Master



