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ITEM NO.4               COURT NO.11             SECTION XI

            S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                         RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).19852/2013

(From the judgement and order  dated 19/06/2013 in WP No.5122/2013 of The
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD, BENCH AT LUCKNOW)

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

                 VERSUS

RAMVEER UPADHYAYA                                 Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief)

WITH SLP(C) NO. 19871 of 2013
(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 01/08/2013  These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE GYAN SUDHA MISRA
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PINAKI CHANDRA GHOSE

For Petitioner(s)       Mr. Ravi Prakash Mehrotra, Adv.
                        Mrs. Deepti R. Mehrotra, Adv.
                        Mr. Vibhu Tiwari, Adv.
                        Mr. Sudeep Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent(s)       Mr. P.N. Misra, Sr.Adv.
SLP 19852/2013          Dr. Rajeev Sharma,Adv.
                        Mr. R.D. Upadhyay, Adv.
                        Mr. Dharmendra Sharma, Adv.
                        Mr. Vipin Kumar Sharma, Adv.

SLP 19871/2013  Mr. Sunil K. Jain, Adv.
                        Mr. Pawanshree Agrawal, Adv.
                        Mr. Madhur Jain, Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

        SLP (C) No. 19852/2013

                Post this special leave  petition  after  the  judgment  is
        delivered by the Division Bench of the High Court of  Allahabad  in
        Special Leave no. 257 of 2013.

                In the meantime, the order passed by the High  Court  which
        is under challenge in this special leave  petition  is  clearly  an
        arrangement  of  interim  nature  which  we  do  not  consider   it
        appropriate to interfere at this stage.

                Liberty is also granted to the petitioner to  approach  the
        Division Bench of the High Court for recall of the order, if in its
        opinion the respondent does not suffer  any  threat  perception  of
        grave nature which should persuade the State to withdraw  even  the
        interim protection that has been granted to the respondent.

        SLP(C) No. 19871/2013



                As requested by the counsel for the respondent, two  weeks’
        time is granted to file rejoinder affidavit.

         (NAVEEN KUMAR)                       (USHA SHARMA)
          COURT MASTER                         COURT MASTER


