
îITEM NO.63             REGISTRAR COURT.1            SECTION XI

          SUPR EME COUR T OF I ND I A
              RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

              BEFORE THE REGISTRAR S.G. SHAH

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).33137/2009

(From the judgement and order dated 01/09/2009 in FA No.450/2001 of
The HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

NEW OKHLA INDUSTRIAL DEVT.AUTH.                      Petitioner(s)

             VERSUS

HAR KARAN SINGH & ORS.                        Respondent(s)
(With prayer for interim relief and office report )

Date: 02/02/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
                    Mr. Ameet Singh, Adv.
                    Mr. Akshay Verma, Adv.
                    Mr. Praveen Swaroop, Adv.
           Mr. Vishwajit Singh,Adv.
For Respondent(s)

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                    ORDER

                Registry has to rectify the database so as to disclose the
  name of learned counsel for the petitioner in Cause List without fail.
  Compliance be reported to the undersigned in writing within a week.
                Registry has also to explain in writing to the undersigned
  as well as to the Registrar (Judl.) why matter has not been taken
  care of since December, 2009 till date. It seems that after order dated
     th
  14 December, 2009 issuing notice
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     with interim stay in favour of the petitioner, no steps are taken either to
     pay process fee or to confirm service upon respondents. Record shows
                                                                                     th
     that respondent no. 2 has appeared and filed counter affidavit on 19
     July, 2010.      Though there is no confirmation of service upon him.
     However, since counter affidavit is filed his appearance to be recorded as
     such through learned advocate Mr. Shekhar Kumar. But the fact remains
     that even thereafter respondent nos. 1 and 3 remains unserved, for which
     even petitioner has not taken steps till date.
                  In view of the fact that at present learned counsel Mr. Praveen
     Swaroop appeared for the petitioner and they have filed vakalatnama
                th
     only on 11      May, 2010; in the interest of justice let there be fresh notice
     upon respondent nos. 1 and 3.
                                                                   th
                  Spare copies are to be filed on or before 15          February, 2012,
     else list before the Hon’ble Judge in Chamber for non-prosecution.
                  If it is filed, issue notice with dasti service which is permitted
     to be served through the nearest Civil Court/Trial Court, where private
     parties are concerned and through                standing counsel, where state
     authorities are concerned.



                                  nd
                  List again on 2      April, 2012.

                                                             (S.G. Shah)
                                                               Registrar

ns


