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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

As per the office report States of Haryana, Punjab, Meghal aya, Jharkhand, U.P. and Uttaranchal
have not filed their response. Learned counsel appearing for the State of Meghal aya says tha
t their response is ready but the office did not accept because there was no specific directio
ninthe order in this regard. The sane nmay be accept ed.
Learned counsel appearing for the States of Haryana, Jharkhand and Punjab seeks four weeks' ti
me to file their response. Four weeks’ time is granted finally. States of U P. and Utarancha
| are still not represented. We grant them four weeks’ tinme finally, if their response is not
filed by that period the respective Chief Secretaries of these States shall be summoned to be
present in the Court.
Call this matter after four weeks.

( PAVAN KUMVAR) ( PREM PRAKASH)
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