VI TEM NO 23 COURT NO. R-2 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR S. G SHAH
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).10382/2006

(From the judgenent and order dated 19/05/2006 in CMAP No.
44749/ 2005 of The H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

CHHAYA RANI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF U.P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

Date: 28/11/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
M. Dinesh Kumar Garg, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. V.P. Singh, Adv.
M. Shrish Kumar M sra, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The Hon’ bl e Court on 29. 6. 2006 passed an or der to i ssue
notice and in view of t he st at enent of t he petitioner regardi ng
status of the service of t he petitioner interim stay of t he
operation of the inpugned order. Thereafter, on 26.9.2006 respondent
No. 4 has filed counter affidavit and on 27.9.2006 respondent No. 5
has filed counter affidavit.

Lear ned counsel M. Sanj eev Bhat anagar appeari ng for Ms.
Kusum Choudhary, Advocate for respondent No. 5 is pressing to list
t he matt er bef ore t he Hon’ bl e Court consi dering such interim stay
stating t hat t hey are t he only ef fecting party and therefore
petitioner is not t aki ng appropriate st eps to serve t he ot her

unserved respondents for nore than four nonths. On 9.10. 2006 this



court has passed an order to issue fresh notice by registered A D

post to respondent No.1 and also allowed the petitioner to serve the

St andi ng Counsel for t he State of u. P. Unfortunately, petitioner
has fail ed to file process fee and spare copi es for i ssuance of

noti ce and today | earned counsel M. Vivek Gupta appearing for M.

D. K. Gar g, Advocat e for t he petitioner seeks further time to t ake
appropriate steps for service to respondent No. 1. On verification
it is f ound t hat r espondent Nos. 2, 3 and 4 are duly served

courier agency since their acknow edgrment slips are on record. So
far as respondent No. 1 is concerned instead of issuance of notice
to respondent No. 1 nanely The State of U.P., through the Secretary,
Hi gher Educat i on, Cvil Secretari at, Lucknowm U. P.) this courier
service has sent the notice to the Registrar Ceneral, H gh Court of
Judi cature at All ahabad, U.P., Allahabad and therefor respondent No.
1 could not be served till date. The facts remains sane that even
after 9.10.2006, petitioner has not served respondent No. 1 or his
st andi ng counsel
Consi dering the objection by the respondent No.5 regarding
attitude of the petitioner, petitioner is directed to take i medi ate
steps to serve respondent No. 1 by dasti service before 15.12.2006
However, office is directed to list the natter before the
Hon’ bl e Court i mredi ately after 15.12. 2006 irrespective  of service

to respondents.

(S. G SHAH)

Regi strar



