8l TEM NO 102 COURT NO. 8 SECTI ON X

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 166 OF 2007

DHALSI NGH BI SEN Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

DELI M TATI ON COWM SSI ON & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay and with office report)

W TH

WP(C) NO 114 of 2008
(Wth appln.(s) for ex-parte stay and with office report)

WP(C) NO 194 of 2008
(Wth appln(s) for stay and with office report)

WP(C) NO 240 of 2007
(Wth appln(s) for stay)

WP(C) NO 279 of 2007
(Wth appln(s) for stay and with office report)

WP(C) NO 329 of 2007
(Wth appln.(s) for directions)

WP(C) NO 352 of 2011
(Wth appln(s) for stay and with office report)

WP(C) NO. 435 of 2007

WP(C NO 511 of 2007
(Wth appln(s) for stay and with office report)

WP(C) NO 517 of 2007
(Wth appln(s) for ex-parte stay and with office report)

WP(C) NO 520 of 2007
(Wth appln(s) for stay and with office report)

WP(C) NO 533 of 2008
(Wth appln(s) for ex-parte stay and with office report)

WP(C) NO 585 of 2007

(Wth appln(s) for stay and with office report)
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WP(C) NO 590 of 2008

WP(C) NO 686 of 2007
(Wth appln(s) for stay and with office report)

WP(C) NO 691 of 2007
(Wth appln(s) for stay and with office report)

WP(C) NO 72 of 2009
(Wth appln(s) for ex-parte stay and with office report)

Cvil Appeal NO 9689 of 2010
(Wth office report)

Civil Appeal NO 9712 of 2010
(Wth office report)
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 166 OF 2007 and WRI T PETI TI ON
(CVIL) NO. 520 OF 2007 : Wit Petitions are dismissed in
terms of the signed order.
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WP(C NO 114 of 2008; WP(C NO 194 of 2008; WP(C NO
240 of 2007; WP(C NO 279 of 2007; WP(C) NO 329 of 2007;
WP(C) NO 352 of 2011; WP(C) NO 435 of 2007; WP(C NO
511 of 2007; WP(C) NO. 517 of 2007; WP(C) NO. 533 of 2008;
WP(C NO 585 of 2007; WP(C NO 590 of 2008; WP(C NO
686 of 2007; WP(C) NO 691 of 2007; WP(C) NO 72 of 2009;
Cvil Appeal NO 9689 of 2010 and Civil Appeal NO 9712 of
2010

Inter alia, it has been prayed in Wit Petition (Gvil)
No. 240 of 2007 that Article 329(a) of the Constitution of
I ndi a be declared unconstitutional as it is contrary to the
basic features of the Constitution and it bars judicial
review in respect of the matters pertaining to delimtation.

Ms. Kiran Suri, |earned counsel for the petitioner in
Wit Petition (Cvil) No. 240 of 2007, informs us that some
of the aspects raised in this Wit Petition have al so been
raised in Wit Petition (Gvil) No. 546 of 2000 titled Mrza
Rafiull ah Baig and O's. Vs. Union of India & Anr. where
the validity of the Constitution (79th Amendnent) Act, 1999
has been chal | enged.

The | earned counsel for the parties in this group of
matters are ad idemthat it would be in the fitness of
things if these matters wherein validity of Article 329(a)
of the Constitution of India and the Delimitation Act, 2002
(Act 33 of 2002) have been rai sed are taken up for hearing
after the decision in Wit Petition (GCvil) No. 546 of 2000
by the Constitution Bench.
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Let this group of natters be posted for hearing after

the decision of the Constitution Bench in Wit Petition

(Givil) No. 546 of 2000 and other connected wit petitions.



(Raj esh Dham) (Renu Di wan)
Court Master Court Master

(signed order in WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 166 OF
2007 and WRIT PETITION (Civil) No. 520 OF 2007
is placed on the file)
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CIVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 166 OF 2007
DHALSI NGH BI SEN Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
DELI M TATI ON COW SSI ON & ORS. Respondent ( s)
AND
WRI T PETITION (C.) NO. 520 OF 2007

0] R D E R

M. Ravi nder Srivastava, |earned senior counsel for

the petitioner in Wit Petition (C) No. 166 of 2007, and

M. Sur yanar ayana Si ngh, | ear ned counsel for
petitioners in Wit Petition (C No. 520 of 2007, subnit
t hat no i nstructions have been recei ved from

petitioners in these cases.
2. In view thereof, Wit Petitions are dism ssed for want

of instructions.

NEW DELHI ; e J.
OCTOBER 20, 2011 (JAGDI SH SI NGH KHEHAR)
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