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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Taken on Board.
In this application, the petitioner has nade
the foll owi ng substantive prayers:
|.stay t he i mpugned  j udgnent and final or der
dated 27.02.2009 of the Hon’ ble Hi gh Court of

Judi cature at Al | ahabad in Civil M sc.

Petition No. 52805 of 2007.

I'l.pass restraining order directed the respondent

nos.1 & 2 not to issue the State | evel Guides

licenses till the disposal of the present case.

Ill.direct the respondent nos.1 & 2 to declare

that the area of operation of these State Level

Gui des woul d not be  Varanasi and Agr a
India Tourism O fice is | ocated.

Si nce notice has been i ssued in
case, we can presune that the petitioner has a prim
faci e case which constitutes one of the ingredients for
grant of interimrelief. However, the petitioner has
failed to show that its nenbers will suffer any injury
much less irreparable injury if respondents Nos.1 and 2

are not restrai ned from i ssui ng State Level
licenses or they are directed to declare that area of

operation of t he State Level Qui des woul d
Var anasi and Agr a, wher e I ndi a Tourism

| ocat ed. If the petitioner succeeds in the special

, wher e

t he mai n

Gui des

not
Ofice

be
is



| eave petition, this Court may pass appropriate order
for giving relief to them but there is no warrant for

restraining respondent s Nos. 1 and 2 to i ssue State
Level Gui des | i censes. That apart, t he bal ance of
convenience is not in favour of grant of relief in

terns of the prayer nade by the petitioner. It will

al so be against public interest if State Level Guides
licenses are not issued to other persons or a direction
is given that they should not operate in Varanasi and
Agr a.

For t he reasons stated above, prayer for
interimrelief is rejected.
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