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Date: 03/05/2013 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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SEEERE

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) NO 30969, 33984- 88, 36334-40 of 2011

In these batch of matters, service is conplete.

Duly represented respondents are granted four weeks' tine as final
chance for filing counter affidavit.
SLP(C) NO. 1082-83/2012

Respondent Nos. 1 and 2 are reported to be duly served through post
but none appeared nor any steps taken on their behalf.

Respondent No.3 is granted four weeks’ time as final chance for
filing counter affidavit.

An application for deleting respondent Nos. 4 to 8 from the array
of respondents has been filed on record. Sane be placed before the Hon' ble
Judge in Chanbers for necessary orders/directions.
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SLP(C) NO 2603, 2612 and 2820 of 2012

In these batch of matters, sole respondent is State of UP. Four
weeks’ time is granted for filing counter affidavit on record.
SLP(C) NO 11993/2012

The 1d. Counsel for the petitioner to file the process fee and
spare copies within two weeks and on conpliance notices be issued to the
respondents through the concerned District Court in addition to postal
servi ce.
SLP(C) NO. 8851/2012

Respondent Nos. 2 to 4 are granted four weeks time for filing
counter affidavit.

Notices be re issued to respondent Nos. 1,6 and 13 through the
concerned District Court in addition to postal service.

Remai ni ng respondents are reported to be duly served but none
appeared nor any steps taken on their behal f.
SLP(C) NO 10052, 11303, 11304, 16664, 16695, 16723, 30590 of 2012

The 1 d. counsel, M Sandeep Singh appearing on behalf of M  Anuvrat
Sharma, Advocate-on-record has accepted notice on behal f of t he
respondents and undertaken to file vakalatnama and counter affidavit by
next date. Four weeks’ tine is granted.
SLP(C) NO 8528, 8849 of 2012

It is pertinent to note that despite specific direction and
reasonabl e opportunities, the Id. Counsel for the petitioner has failed to
take any steps for getting the notices served to respondent Nos. 2 and 3 in
SLP(C) No. - 5-
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8528/ 2012. WMatter be placed before the Hon' ble Judge in
Chanbers for necessary orders/directions.
SLP(C) NO. 3242/2012

On perusal of the record it appears that respondent Nos. 2 and 4 to
8 have been duly served through dasti but none appeared nor any steps taken
on their behal f.

According to the I d. Counsel, respondent No.3 has also been duly
served but the office report is silent about it.

Regi stry to submit proper report by next date.

O fice report further indicates that the Id. Counsel M Anuvrat
Sharma had accepted notice on behalf of the State of UP and its
authorities, but no conpliance has been nmade till dat e. Concer ned
respondent is ordered to proceed ex parte.
SLP(C) NO. 3298/2012

Respondent Nos. 1 and 3 are reported to be duly served through post
but none appeared nor any steps taken on their behalf.

Notice be issued to respondent NO 2 through the concerned District
Court in addition to postal service.



Respondent No.4 is granted four weeks’ tine for filing counter
af fidavit.

SLP(C) NO. 3473/2012

Respondent Nos. 1 and 6 are reported to be duly served through post
but none appeared nor any steps taken on their behalf.

Respondent no.3 is granted four weeks’ tine for filing counter
af fidavit.
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The 1 d. Counsel for the petitioner has undertaken to file process
fee and spare copies within a week and on
compliance notices be issued to respondent Nos. 4,5,7 and 8 through the
concerned District Court in addition to postal service.

SLP(C) NO. 7540/ 2012

Respondent Nos. 1,2 and 22 are granted four weeks’ time for filing
counter affidavit.

The I d. counsel for the petitioner to file process fee and spare
copies within a week and on conpliance notices be issued to respondent Nos.
4,6 to 8,10,12 and 16 to 20 through the concerned District Court in
addition to postal service.

SLP(C) NO. 4242/2012

Service is conmplete on all the 12 respondents.

The Id. Counsel for the petitioner has nade a submission at Bar
that he would be nmoving the necessary application for deleting respondent
Nos. 3 to 12 fromthe array of respondents being proforna respondents.

Respondent nos. 1 and 2 despite being duly served have failed to
appear nor any steps taken on their behal f.

SLP(C) NO. 10597/ 2012

Counter affidavit on behalf of respondent Nos. 5,9 and 11 has
al ready conme on record.

The 1d. Counsel for the petitioner to file the process fee and
spare copies within a week and on conpliance notice be issued to the
unserved respondents through the concerned District Court in addition to
postal service.
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SLP(C) NO. 4249, 7146, 9748, 16380, 11879 of 2012

The 1 d. Counsel, M Sandeep Singh appearing on behalf of M  Anuvrat
Sharma, Advocate-on-record on behal f of respondent-State of UP has accepted
noti ce and undertaken to file vakalatnama and counter affidavit by next
date. Four weeks’ time is granted.

Respondent Nos. 1 and 6 in SLP(C) No. 4249, 9748 of 2012 are yet to
be served. Notices be re issued through the concerned District Court in
addition to postal service.

SLP(C) NO. 8439/2012

It is pertinent to note that despite accepting notice on behalf of
respondent No.1 neither vakal atnama nor counter affidavit has been filed
till date.

Respondent NO. 2 is granted four weeks’” tine for filing counter
af fidavit.

Notice be re issued to respondent No.3 through the concerned
District Court in addition to postal service.

SLP(C) NO. 7436/2012

It is pertinent to note that despite accepting notice on behalf of
respondent No.1 neither vakal atnama nor counter affidavit has been filed
till date.

The Id. Counsel for the petitioner to file process fee and spare
copies within a week and on conpliance notice be issued to respondent No.2
through the concerned District Court in addition to postal service.

Respondent No.3 is granted four weeks’ time as final chance for
filing counter affidavit.
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SLP(C) NO 13641-42/2012
Respondent Nos. 1 and 2(conmon) are reported to be duly served
t hrough post but none appeared nor any steps taken on their behalf.
Respondent No.3 is granted four weeks’” tine for filing counter



affidavit.
SLP(C) NO 4687/ 2012

Notices be re issued to respondent Nos. 1 and 2 through the
concerned District Court in addition to postal service. Necessary steps be
taken as per rules.

SLP(C) NO 16336/2012

Notices be re issued to respondent Nos. 1 to 7 through the
concerned District Court in addition to postal service.

Necessary steps be taken as per rules.

SLP(C) NO 18104/2012

It is pertinent to note that despite accepting notice on behalf of
State of UP and its authorities neither vakal atnama nor counter affidavit
has been filed till date.

Notices be re issued to respondent Nos. 3 and 4 through the
concerned District Court in addition to postal service. Necessary steps be
taken as per rules.

SLP(C) NO. 9748/ 2012

Notice be issued to the unserved respondents through the concerned
District Court in addition to postal service.

SLP(C) NO 8631/2013

Respondent No.3 is granted four weeks’ time as final chance for
filing counter affidavit.
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It appears that despite specific direction on the last date, the
I d. Counsel for the petitioner has neither filed an application for
del eting respondent Nos. 1,2 and 4 to 12 fromthe array of respondents nor
took any necessary steps for getting the notices served. Place the nmatter
before the Hon' bl e Judge in Chanbers for necessary orders/directions.
SLP(C) NO. 8887/2012

O fice report indicates that the report on default is yet to be
listed before the Hon' bl e Judge in Chanbers, as ordered on the |ast date.
SLP(C) NO. 33860/ 2012

File and office report not received.

Li st again on 17.7.2013.
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