a'I'TEM NO.1 COURT NO. 4 SECTION PIL

(Part-Heard)

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 265 OF 2006

ASHOKA KUMAR THAKUR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF INDIA & ORS Respondent(s)

(With application for impleadment, directions and intervention and

amendment of pleading in writ petition and office report)

WITH
W.P.(C) No.269/2006
(With application for ex-parte stay and intervention and impleadment

and office report)

W.P.(C) N0.598/2006

(With application for intervention and office report)

W.P.(C) Nos.29/2007, 35/2007
(With application for stay and office report)

(For final disposal)

W.P.(C) No0.231/2007 - (For prel. hearing)

(With application for interim relief and office report)

W.P.(C) N0.53/2007

(with application for stay and impleadment and impleadment and office report)



Date: 09/05/2007 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
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For intervenor Mr. Ram Jethmalani, Sr.Adv.
RJDinIA 16 Mr. Kumar Rajesh Singh,Adv.

Mr. B.B. Singh,Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

ORDER

We have heard learned counsel for the parties at length o
n the

guestion as to whether there is a need for referring the
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cases for hearing by a larger bench considering the important questions and

issues involved. Reference was made by learned Solicitor General to Article

145 (3) of the Constitution of India, 1950 (in short 'the Constitution’) and

Order 35 of the Supreme Court Rules, 1966 (in short, 'the Rules’) to

contend that such a course is desirable. Learned Counsel for the petitioners

submitted that in the Counter Affidavit filed it has been stated that
the

issues are covered by varius decisions of this Court and no arguable issues

are there. That being so, it is submitted, the stand that substantial

questions of law involving interpretation of Constitution exist is not

acceptable. There is however, no dispute that the questions and issues

involved are of importance and have far reaching implications and

consequences. Various issues have been formulated by the learned counsel

for the parties and Dr. M.M. Mittal who appears in person. We think
it

desirable to decide the question as to the necessity for referring the cases to

a larger bench.

Orders reserved.

All the State Governments have been impleaded in the Writ



Petitions. Some applications have been filed for intervention by groups of

people, individuals and political parties. It will be sufficient to hear
only

the recognised political parties and not groups of individual or individuals

because most of the points that they propose to highlight as is evident from

the applications for intervention and urged can be appropriatly and

adequately dealt with by the opposite parties to the petitions
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i.e. the State Governments and the recognised political parties. The
I.As.

are accordingly, disposed of.

Issue notice in Writ Petition (C) No.231 of 2007.

Dasti service, in addition, is permitted.

Other Matters :

All Writ Petitions challenging the constitutional validity of the 93rd

Amendment to the Constitution and/or the Central Education Institutions

(Reservation in Admission) Act, 2006 shall be listed along with the matter

listed.



The pleading in the cases where notices have been issued or
have

been already issued shall be completed within a period of eight weeks from

today.

Counter Affidavit filed on behalf of Respondent No.4 in Writ

Petition(C)No.269 of 2006 be taken on record.

(Sukhbir Paul Kaur) (Vijay Aggarwal)

Court Master Court Master



