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W P(C) No. 150 OF 1997

| TEM No. 1 Court No. 1 SECTI ON PI L
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Wit Petition(Civil) No.150/1997

NO DA ENTREPRENEURS ASSOCN. Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

NOI DA&OCRS Respondent (s)

( Wth Appln(s). for directions and for seeking discharge fromarray
of respondents)

( For Final Disposal )
Wth
W P(C) No. 529/ 1998

(Along with Enquiry report submtted by Sh. A P.Si ngh,
Chai rman Board of Revenue, U. P. Lucknow )

Date : 03/12/2002 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE H. K. SEMA
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. SI NHA

Anmi cus Curi ae Raj eev Dhawan, Sr. Adv.
Ni khi | Nayyar, Adv.

Dayan Kri shnan, Adv.
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For Petitioner (s) M. E. C. Vidya Sagar, Adv.
M . Naresh Pratap Singh&\s. Manj ul a Gupt a, Advs
For Respondent (s) M. P.N. Mshra, Sr. Adv.
M s. A K Upadhyay, Naveen Chaw a and
M. Bharat Sangal, Advs.
Ms. Sangeeta Kumar, Adv.

M s. Ej az Magbool , Ujjwal Kr. Jha, Asl am Ahned
and Ranjan Kumar Jha, Advs.

M. K K. Sud, ASG
M. A ay K Agrawal ., Adv.

State of U. P. M. A ay K Agrawal & Ms. Al ka Agrawal , Advs.

M. P. Par meshwar an, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Perused the note of Ami cus Curiae, Dr. Dhawan
requesting for some interimdirections. Having heard Dr.
Dhawan as well as the | earned counsel appearing for the Noida
and the State of U. P., we direct that the State of U. P. may
take a final decision on the representation of Ravi Mathur
which is pending for quite sone tine. This may be done within
four weeks from today. W further direct that the Noida
authorities may indicate the details of allotnments made in
favour of several persons of which details have not been
submitted in affidavit dt. 23.9.2002, and also the reasons
form ng the basis of regularisation and/or cancellation of the
same to enable the Court to take a conprehensive view of the
matter and dispose it of finally. This may be done wthin
four weeks from today.

So far as the application of respondent No.7 to be
deleted fromthe array of the party is concerned, filing of a
crimnal case or a charge-sheet being filed by the CBlI, would
not be the sole ground for deleting respondent No.7 from the
array of party concerned inasmuch while considering the

question of alleged illegality/irregularity, the role played
by respondent No.7 rmay have to be considered, and it woul d not
be proper to consider the same in her absence. |In that view

of the nmatter for the tine being, the prayer of respondent
No.7 to be deleted cannot be allowed. This natter nay be
listed on 18th February, 2003 for final disposal

(Y. P.Dhanija) (Suneet Bal a Sharm)
Court Master Assi stant Regi strar



