
tITEM NO.2                 COURT NO.2                 SECTION XVI

         SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
             RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).6369-6376/2005

(From the judgement and order dated 16/12/2004 in LPA No. 439/2001 & LPA
No. 445/2001 & LPA No. 446/2001 & LPA No. 447/2001 & LPA No. 1347/2001
& LPA No. 1360/2004 & LPA No. 1435/2001 of The HIGH COURT OF PATNA)

STATE OF BIHAR & ANR.                Petitioner(s)
            VERSUS
CHAIRMAN SCHOOL, SERVICE BOARD & ETC   .                             Respondent(s)

(Office report on default dt. 10.9.2007)

Date: 03/10/2007 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHAN
                   (IN CHAMBER)

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Gopal Singh,Adv.

For Applicant              Mr.Somvir Singh Deswal, Adv.
                           Mr.Shree Pal Singh, Adv.
                           Mr.B.S. Malik, Adv.

For Respondent(s)     Mr. Ambhoj Kumar Sinha,Adv.

                   Mr.Ravi Chandra Prakash, Adv.
             Mr. Manu Shanker Mishra ,Adv

                   Mr.B. Balaji, Adv.for
             M/S.Mahalakshmi Balaji & Co.

State of Punjab      Ms.Jayshree Anand, Adv.
                      Mr. K.K. Mahalik, Adv.
                      Mr. Ajay Pal, Adv.

             Mr. M.P. Jha, Adv.
                    Mr.Amit Kumar, Adv.
                    Mr. Bijan Ghosh, Adv.
                    Mr. Ranjan Dwivedi, Adv.

       UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                 ORDER

                  On 14th March, 2007 the Registrar granted two weeks’ time

       to the petitioner by way of a last chance to file affidavit of service in
respect of the unserved respondents. The counsel for the petitioner

on 17th May,

                           :2:

2007 has filed affidavit of service stating therein that all the

respondents have been duly served except respondent No.58 in SLP

NO.6370/2005 and respondent No.2 in SLP.No.6371/2007.

        The office has raised an objection that the proof of service



enclosed with the affidavit does not tally with the cause title. The

counsel was asked vide Registry;s letter dated 16/8/2007 to clarify

the same, but he has not done the needful so far.       The counsel,

therefore, seeks two weeks’ time to clarify the same.

        List thereafter.

    (Usha Bhardwaj)                             (Kanwal Singh)
 Court Master                    Court Master


