h 1

| TEM NO 201 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON | VB

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).2465/2006

(From the judgenent and order dated 31/05/2005 in RFA No. 1517/2003
of The HI GH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDI GARH)

STATE OF HARYANA

VERSUS
PREM SI NGH & ORS.
(Wth office report ) (For final disposal)
W TH
SLP(C) NO. 2466 of 2006 (Wth of fice report) (For
SLP( O NO. 6204  of 2006 (Wth office report) (For
SLP( O NO. 5725  of 2006 (Wth office report) (For
SLP( O NO. 5749 of 2006 (Wth of fice report) (For
SLP(C) NO. 6120 of 2006 (Wth of fice report) (For
SLP(C) NO. 6170 of 2006 (Wth of fice report) (For
SLP(C) NO. 6836 of 2006 (Wth of fice report) (For
SLP( O NO. 6835  of 2006 (Wth office report) (For
SLP( O NO. 7356  of 2006 (Wth office report) (For
SLP( O NO. 6845 of 2006 (Wth of fice report) (For
SLP(C) NO. 7177 of 2006 (Wth of fice report) (For

Date: 06/05/2011
CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A. K. PATNAI K

M. Vi kas Shar ma, Adv.
M. Kamal Mhan Gupta, Adv.(N. P.)

For Petitioner(s)

M. Prem Mal hotra, Adv.(N. P.)
M .T.V.CGorge, Adv.(N P.)

For Respondent (s)
M. K'S. Rana, Adv.(N. P.)

M. Ashok Mathur, Adv.(N.P.)
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M. Vishwajit Singh, Adv. (N P.)

M. Sanjay Sharawat, Adv.(N. P.)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
The grievance of the petition State in these cases
is that the conpensation has been increased exorbitantly

and wi t hout basi s.

Petitioner(s)

Respondent ( s)
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This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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sposal )
sposal )
sposal )
sposal )
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W find that in nost of the batch matters, many of

the respondents have not been served and for want of

st eps, t he SLPs have been di smi ssed agai nst t hose
respondent s, t her eby virtually rendering t he SLPs
i nfruct uous. Though such di sm ssal agai nst nost of the

respondents was as |ong back as 14.9.2010, no steps have
been taken to set aside the partial disnissal or take
steps to serve them
However, at this stage, the |earned counsel for
the petitioner again sought tinme to take steps to set
asi de t he or der of di smi ssal , agai nst

respondents and to take steps to serve them

Fi nal |y, adj our ned by si X weeks to
subj ect to deposi t of costs of Rs. 1000/ -
petitioner in each SLP with t he Supr ene
Servi ces Conmi ttee, wi t hin t hat peri od

acknow egnents.

( OP. Sharma ) ( MS. Negi )
Court Master Court Master

unserved

t ake st eps
by t he
Court Legal

and pr oduce



