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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).28145/2009
(From the judgenent and order dated 09/05/2008 in FA No.853/2001 of The
H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

N.OI.D A

Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

PALE RAM & ANR Respondent ( s)
(OfFfice report on default)
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NO. 28146/ 2009 (Office report on default)
NO. 28147/ 2009 (Office report on default)
NO. 28148/ 2009 (Ofice report on default)
NO. 28149/ 2009 (Office report on default)
NO. 28150/ 2009 (Office report on default)
NO. 28151/ 2009 (Office report on default)
NO. 28152/ 2009 (Office report on default)
NO. 28153/ 2009 (Ofice report on default)
NO. 28154/ 2009 (Office report on default)
NO. 28155/ 2009 (Office report on default)
NO. 28158/ 2009 (Office report on default)
NO. 28027/ 2009 (Office report on default)
NO. 6133/ 2011 (O fice report on default)
NO. 6134/ 2011 (O fice report on default)
NO. 6137/ 2011 (O fice report on default)
NO. 6142/ 2011 (O fice report on default)
NO. 6144/ 2011 (O fice report on default)
NO. 6149/ 2011 (O fice report on default)
NO. 6151/ 2011 (O fice report on default)
NO. 8000/ 2011 (O fice report on default)
NO. 9581/ 2011 (O fice report on default)

12/ 08/ 2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE H.L. DATTU
(I'n Chanbers)

For Petitioner(s) M. Praveen Swarup, Adv.

M. Ravindra Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. S. K Qupta, Adv.

M. Shekhar Kumar, Adv.
M S Anuradha & ASSOCI at es, Adv.

M. V. N Raghupat hy, Adv.
M. Shekhar Kumar, Adv.

M. Irshad Ahmad, Adv. R
1 2:

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

In spite of granting tinme, |earned counsel for petitioners
has not paid the process fee and al so spare copies to issue notice
to the unserved respondents and further not taken steps in respect
of deceased respondent(s) in all the matters. It only shows that
the petitioners nmay not be interested in pursuing the matter
agai nst the unserved/ deceased respondents. Therefore, the special
| eave petitions are dismi ssed insofar as the wunserved respondents
are concer ned.



[ Usha Bhardwaj ] [ Vinod Kulvi ]
A R cumP. S. Asst. Registrar



