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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Learned counsel for the petitioner stated that the
nunber of the wit petition pending before the Hi gh Court

has been furni shed yesterday. Regi stry to issue notice.
W find t hat t he petitioner has not t aken
st eps to comply with the direction that they should, in
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addi ti on, al so serve t he respective counsel for
respondents who appear in the wit petitions before the
Hi gh Court to expedite the matter. Not hi ng has been done
in that behal f. This petition is pending from 2006 and
only yesterday the wit petition nunber has been given by
t he petitioner. Unl ess t he petitioner shows better

interest for serving the respondents, the petition may
suf fer the consequences of non-prosecution
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