vI TEM NO 33 COURT NO. 11 SECTI ON Xl

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).24363 OF 2003

(From the judgenent and order dated 12/09/2003 in CMAP No. 22239/1995 of H GH

COURT COF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

RAJA RAM Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

SHEO GOPAL & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

Date: 11/02/ 2005 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE B.P. SI NG&H

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ARUN KUVAR

For Petitioner(s)

Ms. V. Mbhana, Adv.



For Respondent (s)
R-1 M. MM Kshatriya, Adv.
M ss Nandi ni Mukerjee, Adv.

Sri Di pankar Das, Adv.

For R2t oR4 M. Rameshwar Prasad Goyal , Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
It appears that the property in question was sol d by auc
tion on 6.9.1991
and the sale was confirmed by order dated 23.10.91. The sale certificate was issued on
26. 2. 1992. Accor di ng to t he petitioner, he came to know  of t he auction

sal e in t he

mont h of COctober, 1993 and filed an application for setting aside the sale on 8.10.93.

Counsel for the petitioner subnmits before us that the petitioner had engaged

a counsel to repr esent him and t he sai d counsel di ed, with t he result
that proceeding

conti nued wi thout the petitioner being represented and, therefore, the petitioner could

not know of the proceeding taken for auction sale of the property in question. W find

that no such pl ea has been noti ced in t he i mpugned  j udgnent and order
of t he Hi gh

Court. Counsel states that such a plea was raised and ar gued bef ore th
e Hi gh Court.

She says that she will be filing a copy of the revision petition to satisfy this Court that a



pl ea had been rai sed before the H gh Court that the advocate engaged by the petitioner

di ed during the pendency of the proceeding.

Put up after three weeks.

(Sheet al Dhi ngra)

Court Master

(Asha Joshi)

Assi stant Registrar



