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ITEM NO.37               REGISTRAR COURT.1             SECTION XV

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

                    BEFORE THE REGISTRAR S.G. SHAH

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).29788/2011

STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ORS.                         Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

VIDHYANAND YADAV                                  Respondent(s)
(With office report)
WITH SLP(C) NO. 29791 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 29795 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 29797 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 29798 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 29799 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 29801 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 29802 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 29803 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 29804 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 29805 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 29806 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 29807 of 2011
(With office report)
SLP(C) NO. 29809 of 2011
(With office report)

Date: 18/07/2012  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
                  Ms. Geetanjali B., Adv.
                     Mr. V.N. Raghupathy,Adv.
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For Respondent(s)
                  Mr. Hari Om Yaduwanshi, Adv,
                     Dr. Monika Gusain, Adv.
                     Ms. S. Ramamani, Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R
      Learned counsel for the petitioner is referring  the  judgment  in  CA
No.5004/2012 and requesting that the present matter is connected  or  having
the same nature and once such appeal was allowed, in  view  of  judgment  in
such previous matter, the  present  matter  be  listed  before  the  Hon’ble
Court.  The fact remains that at least in few SLPs, respondents are yet  not
served.  It would be difficult for this Court to direct  the  matter  to  be
listed before  the  Hon’ble  Court,  without  confirming  service  upon  the
unserved respondents.



      If petitioner does not want to  serve  the  unserved  respondents  and
wants Court’s order, they are at  liberty  to  mention  before  the  Hon’ble
Court.
      Learned counsel for  the  petitioner  can  confirm  service  upon  the
unserved respondents, if they so desire, before 3.9.2012.
      Served respondents want four weeks’ time to  file  counter  affidavit.
They may do so before 3.9.2012.
|                             |               |          (S.G. SHAH)            |
|                             |               |REGISTRAR                        |
|                             |               |                                 |
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