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W P(C) No. 653 OF 1994

| TEM No. 20 Court No. 1 SECTI ON PI L
AN MATTER

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Wit Petition(Civil) No.653/1994
WASI M AHMED SAEED Petitioner
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS Respondent

( Wth Appln(s). for directions and exenption fromfiling OT.
and nodification of Court’s Order and directions and extension of
time)

Wth
W P( C) No. 455/ 1996 (for nonitoring),
W P. (C) No.239/1997 (with appln. for stay and directions and exenption
from appointment of official translator) and
Cont. Petn.(C) No. 162/2000 in WP(C) No. 653/94
(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling OT. and recalling the order
dated 12.05.2000 and restoration of the orders dated 16.03.1998 and
20.07.1998 and directions)

Date : 08/ 07/ 2002 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K G BALAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARl JI T PASAYAT

For Petitioner (s)
in W 653/94
M. S. Sukumaran, Adv.(NP)
for Ms J.B. Dadachanji & Co., Advs.

in WPs455/96 & 239/97 M. Intiaz Ahrmad, Adv.
Ms. Naghma Intiaz, Adv.
M. R D Upadhyay, Adv.
(al so for respondents in WP 653/ 94)

in CP 162/2000 M. Anis Suhrawardy, Adv.(NP)
(al so for respondents in W 653/ 94)

For Respondent (s)
ua/ ASI D N Rao, Adv.
N Poddar, Adv.
Kri shna Prasad, P. Parneswaran,

\/ Bal randas and Sushma Suri, Advs.
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For State of UP A.B. Rohtagi, Sr. Adv.

R C. Verma and M. Mikesh Vernm, Advs.

Ajay K Agarwal, Adv. (NP)

s 5= 5%

Ashok Kumar Singh, Adv. (NP)
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S K Verma, Adv. (NP)
Prashant Chaudhary, Adv. (NP)
Shaki | Ahmed Syed, Adv.
I rshad Ahrmad, Adv. (NP)
Satish K. Agni hotri, Adv.(NP)

Mani nder Si ngh, Adv. (NP)

s 555555

Ashok K Srivastava, Adv.(NP)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

It is stated by M. A DN Rao that despite the
order of this Court of 8th April, 2002, the exam nation for
issuing licences to Guides has not been held so far. The
plea taken is that in 1996 there was an exam nation and the
ASI  had a confusion in its mnd whether that exanination

was sufficient or not. W find this an absolutely
irresponsible and |ame excuse trying to justify the
non-conpliance of this Court’s order of 8th April, 2002.

Ei ght weeks’ tine is now granted to conduct the exami nation
on paynent of Rs.10,000/- as costs.
Li st after eight weeks.

(D. P. WALI A) (V.P. TYAQ)
Court Master Court Master



