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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

I A 64/2010 in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO('s). 653 OF 1994

WASI M AHVED SAEED Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDIA & ORS Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for nodification of Court’s Order and office report
Date: 16/07/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
For Petitioner(s) Al taf Ahnad, Adv.
Inmiaz Aned, Adv. (A.C)

For Respondent (s)
For NHAI

Vi vek K. Tankha, Sr. Adv.
Prashant Chaudhary, Adv.
Ri shabh C., Adv.

Vai bhav Srivast ava, Adv.
For State of U. P. Par eena Swar up, Adv.
Anuvrat Shar na, Adv.
Al ka Si nha, Adv.

SWA Qadri, Adv.

Suni t a Shar ma, Adv.
Sadhna Sandhu, Adv.

B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.
Ani | Katiyar, Adv.

P. Par nmeswar an, Adv.

Sushma Suri, Adv.

D. S. Mahr a, Adv.

S. N. Terdol , Adv.

S. S. Rawat , Adv.
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Shai kh Chand Saheb, Adv.

M
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M. M P.Siddiqui, Adv.

M .

Sudhi r Kul shresht ha, Adv.
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Shaki | Ahmed Syed, Adv.
V. K. Ver na, Adv.
Annam D. N. Rao, Adv.

Arvi nd Kumar Shar nm, Adv.

s 5555

B. V. Bal aram Das, Adv.



M. Vishwajit Singh, Adv.
Dr. Moni ka GQusai n, Adv.
M S. Equity Lex Associ at es, Adv.
MS. Ap & J Chanbers, Adv.
MS. MV. Kini & Associ ates, Advs.
M. Sunil Fernandes, Adv.

M. Pradeep Sharna, Adv.

M. Ashok Kumar Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Heard counsel of either side.
I.A. No. 64 is disposed of accordingly.

[ SUMAN WADHWA] [ RENUKA SADANA]
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
Signed order is placed on the file.

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CIVIL ORIG NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
I.A No. 64 of 2010
I'N

WRI T PETITION (C) NO. 653 CF 1994

WASI M AHMED SAEED .. PETI TI ONER( S)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. .. RESPONDENT( S)

ORDER

Heard counsel of either side.

This Court passed an order on 11/10/2011, directing the
Secretary of the concerned Mnistry and to the Secretary of the State of
UP. to sit together and find out a solution to the dispute between the
parties. W are infornmed by the counsel appearing for the National Hi ghway
Authority of India that the matter has been settled and a reasonable

sol ution has been reached. Reference was nade to the 1.A No.64 of 2010.
Since the matter has been settled between the parties, no
further orders are necessary. Consequently, undertaking filed by the

Nati onal Hi ghway Authority of India before this Court stands waived in the
context of this decision reached between the parties.
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Learned counsel appearing for the State of U P. subnits
that she has no instructions but she is relying upon the statement nade by
the counsel appearing for National H ghway Authority. This submission is
not ed.

I.A. No. 64 is disposed of accordingly.

(DI PAK M SRA)

New Del hi ;
July 16, 2012.



