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R. D. UPADHYAY Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF AP & ORS Respondent (s)
(For directions and office report)
Date : 28/04/2003 This matter was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE

HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. SI NHA
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE AR LAKSHVANAN

For Petitioner (s) M. Kapil Sibal,Sr.Adv. (A C)(Not Present)
M. Ranjit Kumar, Sr.Adv. (A C.)
Ms. Binu Tanmta, Adv.(A C)
M. Rajender Pd. Saxena, Adv.
M. G G Upadhyay, Adv.
M. Syed Ali Ahned, Adv.
M. Syed Tanweer Ahned, Adv.
M. Vikas Bansal, Adv.
M. Awadesh Prasad Singh, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Ataf Ahmad, ASG
M. Ashok K. Srivastava, Adv.
M. S. Wasim Qadri, Adv.
Ms. Sushma Suri, Adv.
M. Ajay Sharma, Adv.
M. B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.
State of Qujarat and M. Henmanti ka Whi, Adv.
M zoram Ms. Aruna Qupta, Adv.
State of Tripura: M. Gopal Singh, Adv.
Govt. of Pondicheery: M. V.G Pragasam Adv.
M . Radha Shyam Jena, Adv.
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NCT of Del hi, M. SSWA Qadri, Adv.
Andaman & Ni cobar, M . Ashok Bhan
Dadra & Nagar Havali, M. D.S. Mhra, Adv.
Daman & Diu and M. Satbir, Adv.
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Lakshadweep: M. R K Rathore, Adv.
State of Bihar: M. Kumar Raj esh Singh, Adv.

M. B.B. Singh, Adv.

M. S.S. Shinde, Adv.

M. Mikesh K Gri, Adv.
State of Meghal aya: M. Ranj an Mukherj ee, Adv.
State of Mani pur M . Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
State of Arunachal M. Anil Shrivastav, Adv.
Pr adesh:

M. B.S. Banthia, Adv.
State of Andhra M. K. Ram Kumar, Adv.
Pradesh:
U.T., Chandigarh: M. K. B. Rohtagi, Adv.

Ms. Aparna Rohtagi Jain, Adv.

M. Mhesh Kasana, Adv.

M. H K Puri, Adv.

M. S. K. Puri, Adv.

M. U jwal Banerjee, Adv.
State of Coa: Ms. A. Subhashi ni, Adv.
State of Keral a: M. K R Sasiprabhu, Adv.

M. John Mat hew, Adv.

Ms. K. Sangeeta, Adv.

M. Sushil Tekriwal, Adv.

M. K K Rai,Adv.

M. N. Ganpat hy, Adv.
State of Nagal and: Ms. V.D. Khanna, Adv.

M. S.K Shandilya, Adv.
State of Jé&K M. Anis Suhrawar dy, Adv.

M. A'S. Pundir, Adv.
State of Andhra M. Quntur Prabhakar, Adv.
Pradesh:

Ms. Revat hy Raghavan, Adv.
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State of Hi machal M. J.S Attri, Adv.
Pr adesh:
State of Karnataka: M. Satya R Mtra, Adv.

M. Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.
State of Oissa: M. Raj Kumar Mehta, Adv.
State of West Bengal: M. T.C Sharma, Adv.

M. Raj eev Sharma, Adv.

M. Rajiv Mehta, Adv.



State of Uttaranchal:

State of Chhatti sgarh:

Al | ahabad Hi gh Court:

Pat na Hi gh Court:

State of Madhya
Pradesh:

State

State

State

State
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Assam

Raj ast han

Tam | Nadu:

Punj ab

Har yana:

Si kki m

Jhar khand:

For Intervenors:

St at e.

Sushi | Kumar Jai n, Adv.
J. P. Dhanda, Adv.

Rachana Srivastava, Adv.
Rohi t Si ngh, Adv.

Prakash Shrivastava, Adv.
A K. Srivastava, Adv.
Kamakshi S. Mehl wal , Adv.

Vi shwajit Singh, Adv.
Kamakshi S. Mehlwal , Adv.
Prakash Jha, Adv.

S. Kij, Adv.

V. K. Sidartharan, Adv.

Kri shna Sarma, Adv.

Asha G Nair, Adv.

Ms. Corporate Law G oup, Advs.
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Ranji Thomas, Adv.
Bharati Upadhyaya, Adv.
V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.

V. Balaji, Adv.
Arthi, Adv.

T.S. Shant hi, Adv.

P. N. Ramal i ngam Adv.

Ravi P. Mehrotra, Adv.
Arvind Verma, Adv.
Garvesh Kabra, Adv.

R K. Rathore, Addl.Adv. Genl., Punjab
R S. Suri, Adv.
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Neeraj Jain, Adv.
Kaadanbari, Adv.

A. Mari ar put ham Adv.
Aruna Mat hur, Adv.
Anurag D. WMat hur, Adv.

Ashok Mat hur, Adv.
Raj esh Pat hak, Adv.
Arup Banerjee, Adv.

Gouri Karuna Das, Adv.
Rani Jet hnmal ani, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

Lear ned counsel appearing for the State of
Arunachal Pradesh

Ther ef or e,

states that there is no jail in the
no response is required to be filed.
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Learned counsel appearing for the States of Assam
Bi har, Goa, H machal Pradesh, Meghal aya, Orissa, Uttar
Pradesh, West Bengal, Jammu and Kashnir, Jharkhand and
Union Territories of Dadra and Nagar Haveli, Lakshadweep
and N.C.T. of Delhi prays for and is allowed four weeks’
time to file their response.

Let the copies of the affidavit filed by the Union
of India be given to all the counsel representing States.
The States may file their response with regard to paras
9, 10 and 11 of the affidavit filed by the Union of
I ndi a.
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The anmobunt |lying with the Registry be kept in a
Fi xed Deposit with a Nationalised Bank for a period of
si X nont hs.

(Al ka Dudej a) (S. Krishnan)
Court Master Court Master



