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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).26900/2008

(From the judgenent and order dated 06/ 08/ 2008 in CMAP No.
10594/ 2007 of The HI GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

DAL SI NGAR & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

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

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

Dat e: 01/09/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ALTAVAS KABI R
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A K. PATNAI K

Mona Raj vanshi, Adv.
Anur ag Kashyap, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

S. R Singh, Sr. Adv.
T.N. Singh, Adv.
Manoj Dwivedi, Adv.
G V. Rao, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

SSS% 5%

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Fromthe O fice Report dated 31.8.2010,
it appears that although M. G V. Rao, Advocate,
has filed Vakal atnane & Meno of Appearance on
behal f of the Respondent Nos. 1 to 3, no counter
affidavit has been filed on their behalf. M.

S. R Singh, Senior Advocate, appearing for the
respondents, submits that no counter affidavit
is required to be filed in the matter.

Havi ng heard | ear ned counsel for t he

respective parties, we are not i nclined to
interfere with the order inpugned in the Special
Leave Petition. The Order indicates that the
petitioner’'s representation was consi dered and
rejected on t he ground t hat possessi on has
al ready been taken. Since the said stand on
behal f of the State was questioned, the High
Court i ndicated that the petitioner would be
advised to file a suit to establish that he was
still in physical possession of the premises in
quest i on.

W see no reason to t ake a di fferent

Vi ew, and t he Speci al Leave Petition is

accordingly di sm ssed.

(Mannohan Rawat ) (Jugi nder Kaur)
Sr. P.A Court Master



