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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR S. G SHAH
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).535/2009
POHP SI NGH & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for bail)
WTH SLP(Crl) NO 1821 of 2009
(Wth office report)
Dat e: 08/09/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
For Petitioner(s)
Anur ag Dubey, Adv.
S.R Setia, Adv.

Bhupender Yadav, Adv.
R C. Kohli, Adv.

SS8%

For Respondent (s)
M. S R Setia, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

It is very unfortunate that the | earned Advocat es,
who are appearing for the parties are stating that they could

not help the court in proceeding further in absence of office

report.

It is very nmuch unfortunate that even they want the
facts, which nust be certainly within their know edge, |ike
when t hey have filed proof of service and what is the outcone
of service. They want that such information is to be conveyed

to them by separate office report fromthe Registry.
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It is quite obvious and clear that the information
whi ch is very wel | on t he record about t he
respondent in formof the docunents filed by themis very well
within their know edge and t hey nmust be awar e
facts.

Unfortunately, they are expecting sane information
in the formof office report and do not want to proceed

further in the matter.

concer ned

about

such



In the present case, proof of service is filed only

on 24.7.2010 whereas the | earned counsel for the petitioner

states that it was filed before five nonths. The date of

attestation of affidavit is only 23.7.2010, and affidavit is
not as per the provision of Code of Civil Procedure, when
unserved respondent has refused to accept the notice.
It is repeatedly order in several matters and it is
repeatedly requested to all the Advocates at Bar that whenever
litigant ref used to accept noti ce, it is required to
af fi xed at the given address in presence of two independent
W t nesses as provided under the Code of Civil Procedure and
to file proper affidavit to that effect.
Unfortunately, in every next matter, sonme affidavits
are filed with t he simpl e st at ement t hat r espondent

refused to accept the notice and then the | earned Advocates
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appearing for the petitioner are, without referring to such
provision press that notice is to be considered as deened
served.
The | earned counsel for the petitioner states that
the matter nay be listed before the court even in absence of
proper proof of service.
Let t he matt er be listed initially bef ore t he
Hon’ bl e Judge in Chamber s for non- prosecuti on agai nst t he

unserved respondents.
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