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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 310 OF 1996
PRAKASH SI NGH & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

Uuol. & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(For directions with office report)
Wth Wit Petition (C No.417 of 2010
Date: 10/01/2011 These Matters were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE AFTAB ALAM

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. PANI CKER RADHAKRI SHNAN
Raj u Ramachandran, Sr. Adv. (A. C.)

For Petitioner(s) Prashant Bhushan, Adv.
Rohit Kumar Singh, Adv.

Pranav Sachdeva, Adv.

Ashok Dhamij a, Adv.
Kai | ash Chand, Adv.

¥ 555 %

For Respondent (s) Ani s Suhrawar dy, Adv.
P. Parnmeswar an, Adv.
Aruneshwar QGupt a, Adv.

H K. Puri, Adv.
Akshat Jai n, Adv.

Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
Sapam Bi swajit Meitei, Adv.

Ashok, Adv. Genl .
Ani t ha Shenoy, Adv.
V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.
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Kavi ta Wadi a, Adv.
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Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.
Abhi shek Mal vi ya, Adv.

Vikrant S. Bai s, Adv.
Vi bha Datta Makhija, Adv.

Ranj an Miukherj ee, Adv.
S. Bhowm ck, Adv.
S. C. Chosh, Adv.

Lakshnm Raman Si ngh, Adv.
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Kam endra M shr a, Adv.
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Hermant i ka Wahi , Adv.
Pi nky Beher a, Adv.

Sum ta Hazari ka, Adv.
R Ayyam Perumal , Adv.

Ri ku Sar nma, Adv.
Ms. Corporate Law G oup, Adv.

Ashok Mat hur, Adv.
Mohanprasad Mehari a, Adv.
Ms. S. Narain & Co., Advs.
Anuvrat Sharma, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Mani sh Kumar, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Ri turaj Biswas, Adv.

Ani | Shrivastav, Adv.
Ri turaj Biswas, Adv.

Gopal Prasad, Adv.
Raj esh Srivastava, Adv.

Pragyan P. Sharma, Adv.
Si ddhart h Lodha, Adv.
P. V. Yogeswar an, Adv.
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Gopal Subramani am SG
Mohan Jai n, ASG
S.WA. Qadri, Adv.
D. K. Thakur, Adv.
Mukesh Ver na, Adv.
R S. Nagar, Adv.
Ani | Katiyar, Adv.
Deepak Jai n, Adv.
S.N. Terdal, Adv.
Yogi ta Yadav, Adv.
S. S. Rawat, Adv.

D. S. Mahra, Adv.

Ani t ha Shenoy, Adv.

Atul Jha, Adv.
Dhar mendra Kunar Si nha, Adv.

T. V. Geor ge, Adv.
Radha Shyam Jena, Adv.

Tanmaya Agarwal , Adv.
Rachana Srivastava, Adv.

Ashoka Kumar Thakur, Adv.
M P. Jha, Adv.

A. Subhashi ni , Adv.

Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.
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Tara Chandra Sharna, Adv.
Neel am Shar nma, Adv.

L. N. Rao, Sr. Adv.
Bi nu Tant a, Adv.

Sushma Suri, Adv.

U U Lalit, Sr.Adv.

Shai | Kumar Dwi vedi, Addl . Adv. Genl .
Gunnam Venkat eswar a Rao, Adv.
Ardhendunmaul i K. Prasad, Adv.

Manoj Kumar Dwi vedi, Adv.

Manoj K. M shra, Adv.

Vandana M shr a, Adv.
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T. Harish Kunmar, Adv.
P. Prasant h, Adv.
V. Vasudevan, Adv.

Jana Kal yan Das, Adv.

V.G Pragasam Adv.
S.J. Aristotle, Adv.
S. Prabu Ramasubr amani an, Adv.

Manj it Singh, Addl . AG
Kamal Mohan Gupt a, Adv.

Nar esh K. Shar ma, Adv.

Edwar d Bel ho, Adv.
K. Enatoli Sera, Adv.

Sanj ay V. Kharde, Adv.
Asha CGopal an Nair, Adv.

Mani sh Si nghvi , AAG Raj ast han
D. K. Devesh, Adv.
M 1ind Kumar, Adv.

D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.
Ramesh Al | anki , Adv.

Aruna Mat hur, Adv.
Yusuf Khan, Adv.
Avneesh Arput ham Adv.
Megha Gour

Suni | Fernandes, Adv.
Si dhant h Goel , Adv.
Renu Gupt a, Adv.

Sanj ay Pari kh, Adv.
Ani sh R Shah, Adv.
Mant a Saxena, Adv.
A. N. Si ngh, Adv.
Soumnya Ray, Adv.

Aj ay Pal, Adv.

P. V. Di nesh, Adv.
Si ndhu T. P., Adv.

K. N. Madhusoodhanan, Adv.
R Sat hi sh, Adv.



M. G N Reddy, Adv.
M. V. Pattabhiram Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

As regards t he constitution of State
Security Commi ssion, we find that State of Uttar
Pradesh opted for Sorabjee Mdel in which inclusion

of t he serving/retired Judge is not t here. In
or der to make t he Conmi ssi on i ndependent , we
suggested to the | earned counsel appearing for the

State of Uttar Pr adesh to i ncorporate t he
serving/retired Judge into t he State Security
Conmi ssi on. Learned counsel for the State of Uttar

Pradesh, on instructions, states that to fall in

line with other States, the State of Utar Pradesh
wi Il have no objection to the induction of serving/
retired Judge in t he State Security Conmi ssi on
based on the nodel suggested by Sorabjee Comittee.
Pl ace these matters on 17th January, 2011
M. N. Shankar , j uni or to t he | ear ned
Anmicus Curiae would be entitled to take inspection
of the review petitions filed by the various State
Governments in this case in the course of the week.

Lear ned Ani cus Curi ae is required to prepare a
chart and subni t to this Court i ndi cating t he
poi nts t aken in t he revi ew petitions concer ni ng

enpanel ment and tenure for the post of DGP

[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Madhu Saxena ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar



