ZI TEM NO 24 COURT NO. 1 SECTION PI L

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

WRI T PETITION (ClVIL) NO 43 OF 2006
JOYDEEP MUKHARJEE Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF WEST BENGAL & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appl n(s) for inpleadnent, permission to file rejoinder

af fidavit and inpl eadnment as party respondent)

Dat e: 13/09/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SWATANTER KUVAR
For Petitioner(s) M. S.K Bhattacharya, Adv.

For Respondent (s) T. R Andhyaruj i na, Sr. Adv.
Tara Chandra Shar nm, Adv.

Neel am Shar nma, Adv.

A. Subhashi ni , Adv.

H K. Puri, Adv.
Pranab Kumar Mullick, Adv.

Kumar M hir, Adv.
Sanj eev Kunar, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

By Order dated 30th August, 2010, we had
directed the Registry to appoint an advocate from
t he Supr eme Court Legal Servi ces Conmittee to
represent the case of Shyamali Das (applicant in
Interlocutory Application). Today, when the nmatter

came up for hearing, we are inforned that the Lega
Services Committee of the Suprenme Court appointed
Shri B.K Satija to represent the case of Shyanali
Das. The Panel advocate is absent. He has not
even filed his vakal at nama
Time has cone to take notice of the fact

that Panel advocates do not appear in Court. In
the circunstances, we direct the Registry to | ook
into t he matter. The Regi stry is directed to

submit a report to Hon’ ble the Chief Justice of



I ndi a to t ake appropriate action, i ncl udi ng

appropriate steps for renoving such advocates from
the Panel subject to seeking expl anation.
In the circunstances, we are constrained to
adj ourn this matt er for t wo weeks in order
enabl e the Registry to set the house in order.

[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Madhu Saxena ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar

to



