BI TEM NO. 40 & 41 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).745/2006

(From the judgenent and order dated 20/01/2006 & 25/01/2006 in WP.(Crl.) No.148/ 2006 and
Crl.Msc. No.556/2006 in WP (Crl.) No. 148/2006 & agai nst order dated 6/2/2006 in Cont.Case

No. 130/ 2006 in WP.(Crl.) No.148/2006 of the H GH COURT OF DELH AT N. DELHI)

STATE OF U.P. & ANR ETC. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF GOVT. OF NCT OF DELH & ANR. ET5 Respondent ( s)
(}Nt h appln(s) for ex-Parte stay, exenption fromfiling c/c of the inmpugned Judgnent, exenption
rom
filing OT., permission to file addl. documents and office report )

AND

Speci al Leave Petition (Crl.) No..... /2006 (Crl.M P. No. 1824)
(Wth applns. for permssion to file SLP and ex-parte stay and

of fice report)

Date: 17/02/2006 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON' BLE THE CH EF JUSTI CE

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C. K THAKKER

For Petitioner(s)
in Crl.MP. 1824: M. K T.S Tulsi, Sr.Adv.

Ms. I ndu Sharnma, Adv.



in SLP 745/ 06: M. Soli J. Sorabjee, Sr.Adv.

Ms. | ndu Sharnma, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
No. 1: M. CGopal Subramaniam A S. G
Ms. Miukta Gupta, Adv.
M. N khil Nayyar, Adv.

M. Ankit Singhal, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Permission to file S.L.P. is granted.

| ssue noti ce.

.2/ -

-2-

M. N khil Nayyar, Advocate, takes notice for Respondent No.1

This litigation between the two States - Utar Pradesh and Del hi - in Delhi High

Court and now this Court is nost unfortunate. The matter shoul d have been sorted out

at the highest Governnent |evel. In the process of this unfortunate litigation high civi

servants hol ding sensitive positions have also been roped in. It is also unfortunate that on

one hand investigation of such serious and sensitive matters are pending as also the court

cases and on t he ot her hand medi a i ntervi ews are gi ven. Be t hat as
it may, we f eel it
woul d be appropriate if t he t wo heads of t he gover nnent di spassi onately

di scuss t he

matter with a view to resolve the controversy of investigation of phone tapping that may

have taken place and the matter of further investigation, if necessary. None of the State



governnents, in the nmeanwhile, shall take any precipitate action.

List these matters on 3rd March, 2006.

(N. Annapur na) (Vijay Lakshm)

Court Master Court Master



