J#| TEM NO. 104 COURT NO. 4 SECTI ON XVI

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 4046 OF 2004

SUSHI LA RAY Appel lant (s)

VERSUS

CHAI RPERSON, CENTRAL SCCI AL VEL. BOARD&CRS Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

Date: 22/05/2006 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE Dr. JUSTI CE AR LAKSHMANAN

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE LOKESHWAR SI NGH PANTA

For Appellant(s) M. MN. Krishnamany, Sr. Adv.
M. B.P. Yadav, Adv.
M. Vinay Singh, Adv.
M. Rameshwar Prasad Goyal , Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. S. WasimA. Qadri, Adv.

M. Mhit Kunmar, Adv.

M. L.R Singh, Adv.

M. Anukul Raj, Adv.

M. CGopal Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Hear d M. M N. Kri shnamany, | ear ned Seni or

Counsel

f



or t he

appellant and M. Wasim A. Qadri and M. Anukul Raj, |earned counsel
respective respondents.
Appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed order.
|  be no
orders as to costs.
( A D. Sharma )
Saxena )
Court Master
Mast er
(Signed Oder is placed on the file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 4046 OF 2004
Snt. Sushila Ray ... Appel | ant
Ver sus
The Chairman, Central Social Wl fare Board & Os. ... Respondent s
ORDER
Hear d M. M N. Kri shnamany, | ear ned Seni or Counsel for t he

appel | ant and M. Wasim A Qadri and M. Anukul Raj , | ear ned

for the

Ther e shal

( Madhu

Court



counsel for the respective respondents.

Thi s appeal is directed agai nst t he or der dat ed 30.7.2003
passed by t he Hi gh Court of Judi cature at Pat na in . A No. 2524
2003 in CWC no. 4924 of 2003. The Hi gh Court decl i ned to gr ant

interimrelief as prayed for by the appellant for the reasons recorded in

the said order. The H gh Court has given anple reasons as to why they

are not inclined to grant interimrelief as prayed for by the appellant in

the interlocutory application

It is submitted by bot h t he si des t hat t he i mpugned

petition itself is pending for final hearing on the file of the Hi gh Court.

We are, therefore, not inclined to dispose of this appeal which was filed

against an interimorder on nerits. Since the wit petition is pending,

liberty is reserved to the appellant herein to approach the Hi gh Court

to fix an early date of hearing of the wit petition. On such application

bei ng made, the High Court is at liberty to consider the sane on nerits

and di spose of t he same in accor dance with law as expedi tiously

Wit

as



possi bl e.

The appeal is accordi ngly di sposed of . There shal | be no

orders as to costs.

........ J.
(Dr. AR Lakshmanan)

........ N e
(Lokeshwar Si ngh Panta)

New Del hi ,

May 22, 2006.



