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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).21430/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 06/04/2010 in CMAP No. 65656/ 2006 of The
H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

TECHNOLOGY PARK LTD. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF U.P. & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions, prayer for interimrelief and
of fice report)

Wth S.L.P. (C) Nos.19932-19933 of 2011
(Wth office report)

S.L.P. (C No.25019 of 2010
(Wth appln.(s) for directions, intervention and office report)

Date: 18/02/2013 These Matters were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE

HON BLE MR JUSTICE ANIL R DAVE
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN

For Petitioner(s) M. Rauf Rahi m Adv.

In SLP 21430/2010 & M. Siddharth Bhat nagar, Adv.
25019/ 2010: M. S. Chakraborty, Adv.

Ms. Soni a Dube, Adv.

M. Anurag Singh, Adv.

for Ms. Legal Options, Advs.
In SLP 19932-33/2011: M. Ravindra Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. Ravindra Kumar, Adv.
For Greater NO DA
Aut hority
For State of U P.: M. Pranmod Swarup, Sr. Adv.
M. Aneet Singh, Adv.
Ms. Pareena Swarup, Adv.
Ms. Al ka Sinha, Adv.
M. Anuvrat Sharngm, Adv.
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M s. Technol ogy
Park Ltd.

Rauf Rahi m Adv.

Si ddhart h Bhat nagar, Adv.
S. Chakraborty, Adv.

Soni a Dube, Adv.

Anur ag Si ngh, Adv.

Ms. Legal Options, Advs.
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Pr at eek Jal an, Adv.
Ankur S. Kul kar ni , Adv.
Anand Shri vast ava, Adv.
KH. Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.

Applicant(s) in
I.A No.?2:

SS8%

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng



ORDER

I.A No.4 of 2013 has been filed in S.L.P. (C No.25019
of 2010, inter alia, for a direction upon the respondents to
consi der and di spose of the petitioner’'s proposal for anicable
resolution of the disputes submitted on 12th January, 2012, in
terns of the order passed by this Court on 16th Decenber, 2011

Having heard Ilearned counsel for the parties, and
considering the relief prayed for, we are inclined to allow the
same and, accordingly, we dispose of the interlocutory application
by directing the respondents to consider and dispose of the
petitioner’'s proposal, as indicated herei nabove, within a period of
ei ght weeks from date

Let these matters stand over for a period of ten weeks.
The petitioner as well as the State of Utar Pradesh and the
Greater NO DA Authority shall file separate status reports on the
next date.

Let the natters be listed i mediately after ten weeks.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ Jugi nder Kaur ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar



