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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).31539/2012

SANJAY K. DIXIT & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF U.P. & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth appl n(s) for permission to place addl. docunents on
record, i npl eadmrent and prayer for interimrelief and office report)

WTH WP(C) NO 123 of 2013

(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO 14853 of 2013

(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO. 22782 of 2013

(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO 33506 of 2012

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
SLP(C) NO 9419 of 2013

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 28/01/2014 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
M. Al ok Shukl a, Adv.

M. Ntin Kumar Thakur, Adv.
M. Anrendra Kumar Singh, Adv.
M. J.P. Dhanda, Adv.
M. Garvesh Kabra, Adv.
M. Siddhant Singh Malik, Adv.
M . Chander Shekhar Ashri, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. E. C Vidya Sagar, Adv.
M. Ram Awadh Yadav, Adv.
Ms. Midula Ray Bharadwaj , Adv
M. N tin Kumar Thakur , Adv.
Ms. Sweta Rani, Adv.
M. Al ok Shukl a , Adv
M. Sunil Kumar Jain , Adv
M . Dharnmendra Kumar Sinha , Adv.
M. G Sreedari, Adv.
M. Rabin Mjunder , Adv
.2/ -
Item No. 59 - 2 -

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) No. 31539/ 2012
The intervention application filed by M. Rabin Mjunder, Advocat e
is reported to be defective. Cure the defects. Thereafter, |list the



matter before the Hon' bl e Judge in Chanber

It is subnmitted that another intervention application has also
been filed in that SLP. The office may process it in accordance with the
rules for listing it before the Hon’ ble Judge in Chanber. It is seen that
respondent Nos. 1, 4, 14 and 20 are still not served. The |earned counse
for the petitioner subnmits that they are the proforma parties who have
been served in the connected matters. Ofice is directed to verify as to
whet her the above unserved respondents have been served in any of the
connected matters so that service can be deenmed as conpl ete.

SLP(C) No. 9419/ 2013
The | earned counsel for the petitioner is granted time for curing
the defects by filing Spare Copy and process fee.

SLP(C) No. 14853/2013

The | earned counsel for the petitioner subnmits that he has filed
the proof of dasti. Some of the respondents have been served. Respondent
Nos. 8, 28,31 and 33 have refused to accept the dasti. The | earned
counsel for the petitioner seeks fresh notice against them through the
District Court concerned. Perm tted. Take steps. Furni sh correct
address of the District Court concerned through which notices are to be
sent.

.3/ -

Item No. 59 -3

SLP(C) No. 33506/ 2012

The | earned counsel for the petitioner seeks dasti as agai nst the
unserved respondents. Permitted. |[|ssue dasti.
WP.(C 123/2013

Await return of notice of Respondent No. 1.

It is subnitted by the | earned counsel for the petitioner that
respondent in SLP(C)No. 33506/2012 and the respondent in SLP(C) No.
22762/ 2013 are sane so that service as against the wunserved respondents
can be deemed as conplete. |If such of the respondents have been served in
the connected case, office is directed to verify as to whether any of the
unserved respondent in either of the case has been served in the other
case, so that service can be deened as conpl ete.

Put up on 23.4.2014.
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