& TEM NO. 4 REG STRAR COURT. 1 SECTI ON | VA
SUPR EME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
BEFCRE THE REG STRAR S. G SHAH
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).19536/2005

(From t he judgenent and order dated 28/04/2005 in WP No. 2/2001 of
The HI GH COURT OF CHATTI SGARH AT BI LASPUR)

H NDUSTAN STEEL WORKS CONSTRUCTI ON & ORS Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
JANWADI MAZDOOR EKTA KENDRA & ANR. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

WTH S.L.P. (C)...CC NO 12040 of 2005

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
S.L.P.(Q...CC NO 1866 of 2006

(Wth office report)

S.L.P.(C...CC NO 1908 of 2006

(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO. 19398 of 2006

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
SLP(C) NO 1965 of 2006

(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO. 19860-19877 of 2005

(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO. 20841 of 2005

(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO 6976 of 2006

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 26/07/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
Ms. Shipra Ghose, Adv.
M. H K Puri, Adv.
Ms. Priya Puri, Adv.
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For Respondent (s)
M. H K Puri, Adv.
M. Dharam Bir Raj Vohra , Adv
Ms. Shipra Ghose, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) NO 19860-19877 of 2005 shall be listed before Hon' ble
Judge in Chanbers at the earliest without waiting for any fornal order
or any other order in any of the connected SLP for adjudication for an
application for legal heirs of deceased respondent.

Unfortunately, in S.L.P.(C)...CC Nos. 12040 of 2005, 1866 of
2006 and 1908 of 2006 sone respondents are yet unserved. Simlarly in
SLP(C) NO 1965 of 2006 and SLP(C) NO 6976 of 2006 sone respondents



are yet unserved. It is unfortunate that all such SLPs are pending for
confirmng service for last 5to 6 years. It is further unfortunate that
petitioners are repeatedly relying upon Ofice Reports or waiting for
O fice Report for confirmng and perfornming their duties. It is the basic
duty of the petitioner to see that notices are served at the earliest.
th
In the present case order to issue notice is dated 30
Sept enber, 2005, 6 years had left. Perusal of all the Record of
Proceedi ngs reveals that there is delay on the part of the petitioner to
confirmservice. At |east on sone occasions even they have failed to pay
process fee in tine therefore, Hon' bl e Chanber Judge had to condone
such delay. Even after order to issue fresh notice, petitioners have
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failed to confirmthe service for all the 6 years.
In view of the above facts, as |ast chance, petitioners are
directed to confirmservice upon unserved respondents through dasti
nmode such dasti is permitted to be served through nearest Civil Court or
Trial Court. The fact remains that this being a | abour dispute,
petitioners aware about respondents and they can easily |locate them
I f sone respondents are served in any connected SLP, |earned
counsel for the petitioner in that SLPs are pernmitted to confirmservice
t hr ough such advocat es who have filed appear ance for such
respondents.

th
Process fee and spare copies be paid before 6 August, 2011, if
th

not paid before 6 August, 2011, list the matter before Hon’ ble Judge in
Chanbers for non-prosecution

If paid, issue notice as per above order.

th
If proof of service is not file before 27 Sept enber, 2011, |ist

the matter before Hon' ble Judge in Chanbers for non-prosecution
wi thout waiting for any fornal order fromthis court.
So far as SLP(C) No. 19536 of 2005 is concerned there is an

anbiguity with reference to the application for substitution. Lear ned
counsel for the petitioner says that probably they have not filed any
such application since it is not required in SLP(C) No. 19536 of 2005

and in fact such applicationis filed in SLP(C) NO 19860-19877 of 2005

Registry has to verify the record and such application is
directed to be Iist before Hon'ble Judge in Chanbers at the earliest as
directed in first part of this order.

(S. G Shah)
Regi strar

ns



