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             S U P R E M E      C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                             RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NO(s). 399 OF 2006

UNION OF INDIA                                        Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

M/S. CHANDRA BHANSH YADAV & ORS.                      Respondent(s)

(office report on default)

Date: 29/03/2010    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DALVEER BHANDARI
                              (IN CHAMBERS)

For Petitioner(s)      Mr. V.K. Biju, Adv.
                       Mrs Anil Katiyar,Adv.

For Respondent(s)
                       Mr.   Rajeev Kumar Bansal,Adv.
                       Mr.   Ashok Kumar Sharma ,Adv
                       Ms.   C.K. Sucharita ,Adv
                       Mr.   N. Ganpathy ,Adv
                       Mr.   Pramod Dayal ,Adv
                       Mr.   Sushil Kumar Jain ,Adv
                       Mr.   Sudhir Kulshreshtha ,Adv
                       Mr.   V.G. Pragasam ,Adv
                       Mr.   Venkateswara Rao Anumolu ,Adv
                       Mr.   Vishwa Pal Singh ,Adv
                       Mr.   Vikas Mehta ,Adv

                       Mr. Pradeep Misra, Adv.
                       Mr. Daleep Kr. Dhyani, Adv.
                       Mr. Suraj Singh, Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

                    This court passed the order on 7.8.2009

                                    : 2 :
  which reads as under :-
           "Adequate     opportunities     were
   granted    to   the   petitioner   to   file
   application     for substituted service in
   regard to the unserved respondents.      The
   certificate of service is also awaited
   from the High Court. Petitioner is given
   six weeks time to take necessary steps.
   As this is a transfer petition unserved
   respondents    are the petitioners in the
   pending proceedings before the High Court.
   The petitioner is also permitted to serve
   the unserved respondents     through counsel
   who appears in the pending proceedings in



   regard to which transfer is sought."

         Despite that the petitioner has not taken
any steps to serve the unserved respondents.                  The
matter   is   getting   delayed       on   account   of     total
negligence and dereliction of duty on behalf of the
Union of India.
         In   the   interest     of    justice,      one     more
opportunity    is   given   to    the      counsel    for    the
petitioner to let the steps now be taken subject to
payment of cost of Rs. 10,000/- to Supreme Court
Bar Association Lawyers’ Welfare Fund within two
weeks.

 (Sonia Bhasin)                        (S.S.R. Krishna)
     Sr.P.A.                            Court Master


