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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Regi stry has to be careful in exam ning and consi dering
the application for substitution on record, nore particularly
when they are defective and when not supported by requisite
i nformati on and docunents as per rules.

Practically t he filing of defective mat t er is
applicable only on fresh filing of the main matter and not for

all the applications which are filed subsequently, in view of
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Item No. 6

the fact that, once the natter is pending before the Court, it
is t he duty and function of t he concer ned litigant and

concer ned counsel to t ake care of t he situation i ncl udi ng



limtation in doing certain things.
The calculation of delay in filing such application is
to be considered only when application is filed w thout any

defects or when all the defects are cured on record.

It is unfortunate t hat t hough there are r epeat ed

directions and orders by this Court not to list such defective

appl i cations bef ore this Court or bef ore any ot her Court,

considering the fact that such defective applications are to
be considered as not filed at all on record, registry is
repeat edly listing such appl i cations bef ore t he Court
thereby wasting the valuable tinme of judicial process/hours.
No such application should be considered as filed at
all and such matter should not be listed before this Court.
If proper steps are not taken in tine either to cure
the defects or to take appropriate steps to confirmservice on
unserved respondents, matt er shal | be listed bef ore
Hon’ bl e Judge i n Chanbers for non-prosecution agai nst unserved
respondents without waiting for formal orders fromthis Court.
Application for w thdrawal of vakal atnhama to be |isted
before this Court on 16.8.2010.
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