ZI TEM NO 7 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

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

(Fromthe j udgenment and order dated 14/05/2010 in CMAP

63254/ 2006 of The H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

POONAM SAHKARI AWAS SAM TI LI M TED Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

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

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling OQT. and prayer for interim
relief and office report)

Dat e: 18/ 06/ 2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERNMA

HON BLE MR. JUSTICE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
[ VACATI ON BENCH]

For Petitioner(s) M. Raj u Ramachandran, Sr. Adv.
M K. K. Tyagi, Adv.
M. | ft ekhar Ahned, Adv.
M. P. Nar asi mhan, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Rakesh U tanthandra Upadhyay, Adv.

Mf Ajay Rai, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

| ssue noti ce.

M. Rakesh U tanthandra Upadhyay, advocate waives

service of notice on behal f of r espondent (CGhazi abad
Devel opnent Aut hority) and seeks time to file counter
affidavit.

I ssue notice to the other respondents.

It was br ought to our notice by M. Rakesh
Ut t anchandra Upadhyay, | earned counsel for the respondent
that during the pendency of the wit petition before the
Di vi sion Bench of the Hi gh Court, there was no order of
stay in favour of the present petitioner. Be that as it
may.

| TEM NO 7 COURT NO. 3 DATED 18/6/2010  ...... contd.

Since, we have already granted status quo in other
identical matters, we deemit fit and proper to direct
st at us quo in this case al so. The parties ar e,
therefore, directed to maintain status quo, as obtains
today, confined only to the petitioner’s |and.

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

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( MS. Negi )
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