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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).17099/2010

(From the    judgement and order dated 14/05/2010 in                         CMWP   No.
63254/2006   of The HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

POONAM SAHKARI AWAS SAMITI LIMITED                                 Petitioner(s)
                 VERSUS
STATE OF U.P.& ORS.                                                Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing O.T. and prayer for interim
relief and office report)

Date: 18/06/2010      This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK VERMA
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.S. RADHAKRISHNAN
                          [VACATION BENCH]

For Petitioner(s)          Mr.   Raju Ramachandran, Sr. Adv.
                           Mr.   K.K. Tyagi, Adv.
                           Mr.   Iftekhar Ahmed, Adv.
                           Mr.   P. Narasimhan,Adv.

For Respondent(s)          Mr. Rakesh Uttamchandra Upadhyay,Adv.
                           Mr. Ajay Rai, Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

               Issue notice.

               Mr. Rakesh Uttamchandra Upadhyay, advocate waives
     service    of    notice     on   behalf   of    respondent      (Ghaziabad
     Development      Authority)      and   seeks    time    to    file   counter
     affidavit.

               Issue notice to the other respondents.

               It    was   brought     to   our     notice    by    Mr.   Rakesh
     Uttamchandra Upadhyay, learned counsel for the respondent
     that during the pendency of the writ petition before the
     Division Bench of the High Court, there was no order of
stay in favour of the present petitioner. Be that as it
may.
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         Since, we have already granted status quo in other
identical matters, we deem it fit and proper to direct
status   quo    in   this   case   also.      The   parties   are,
therefore, directed to maintain status quo, as obtains
today, confined only to the petitioner’s land.

         Tag with SLP(C) Nos. 16997-17007/2010.

   ( Ravi P. Verma )                          ( M.S. Negi )



      Court Master                             Court Master


