nl TEM NO. 208 COURT NO. 7 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).7619/2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 03/01/2005 in WP No.22569/2003 of the H GH COURT

OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

BAI JANTI DEVI Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

CHI NTAMANI & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling OT. and setting aside the order dated 05.08.2005 and

anendnment and with prayer for interimrelief and office report)

(FOR FI NAL DI SPCSAL)

Date: 10/02/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. S| NHA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE P. K. BALASUBRAMANYAN
For Petitioner(s) M. Mikesh Sharma, Adv.

M. C. Siddharta, Adv.
Ms. Shweta Shukl a, Adv.

M . Rameshwar Prasad Goyal , Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. T.N Singh, Adv.
M. V.K Singh, Adv.

M. S.N Singh, Adv.

M. Kavin Gul ati, Adv.



Ms. Rashm , Adv.

M. Kanml endra M shra , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The question which arises for consideration in this spec
al |eave

petition ari sing out of an or der dat ed 3.1.2005 pass
ed in Wit Petition

No. 22569/ 2003, is as to whet her t he subj ect matt er t
her eof whi ch is a

pond, situated in Village Sanrakal a, Tehsil Lalganj, District Mrzap
ur in

the State of U P., is a public pond? By reason of the inpugned ord
er, a

Di vi si on Bench of t he Hi gh Court directed t he Distr
ct

Magi strat e/ Col | ect or to cause a survey to be made on

t he basi s of t he
concerned revenue record,
.2/ -

-2

along with the site map on scale in the Ofice of the Registrar General of

the said Court, after supplying copies of the sane to the parties and pl ace

the survey report on the record of the case. It appears that in conpliance

of the said order, survey report along with map has been subnmitted to the

H gh Court on or before 5.2.2005. The present SLP was filed thereafter

i.e. on 30.3.2005.



Having regard to the fact that the petitioner shall be at liberty to

take such objections, as are legally pernissible, to the said report, we are

of t he opi ni on t hat at this stage it is not necessary to interfere
with the

i mpugned order. The special |eave petition is disnissed.

(A S. BISHT) ( PUSHAP LATA BHARDWAJ)

COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



