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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 3487-3492 OF 2004
STATE OF PUNJAB & ORS. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
SURI NDER SI NGH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

WTH Civil Appeal NO. 5474-5475 of 2004
(Wth office report)

Cvil Appeal NO. 7509-7510 of 2004
(Wth office report)

Date: 03/11/2011 These Appeal s were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DEEPAK VERNA

HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
For Appell ant(s) R K. Pandey, Adv.
H. S. Sandhu, Adv.
Mohit Mudgil, Adv.
Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.
For Respondent (s) K. G Bhagat , Adv.
Vi neet Bhagat , Adv.
Gaurav Maity, Adv.
Debasi s M sra, Adv.

SSS5 SS5S5%

M. Anis Ahned Khan, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The appeal s are disnmissed but with no order as to

costs.
[ SUMAN WADHWA] [S.S.R KR SHNA]
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

Signed order is placed on the file.
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

Cl VI L APPEAL NOCS. 3487- 3492 OF 2004
STATE OF PUNJAB & ORS. .. APPELLANT( S)
VS.
SURI NDER SI NGH & ORS. .. RESPONDENT( S)
W TH
Cl VI L APPEAL NOCS. 5474-5475 AND 7509- 7510 OF 2004

ORDER



Admittedly, despite gr ant of severa
opportunities to t he appel | ant - St at e, it has not
complied with the original order passed by this Court
on 20/1/2011. Even though, appellants were granted
time on several occasions for conpliance subject to
paynent of cost, initially Rs.5000/- then raised to
Rs. 10,000/ - but still they have taken no steps. The
of fice report shows t hat orders have not yet been
conplied with by t he appel I ant s. Lear ned counse
appearing for the appellants has nentioned that they
had i nformed about the said order to the appell ants but
they have taken no action in this regard. Thus, they
were unable to comply with the order passed by this

Court. They prayed for further tine.
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In this view of the matter we do not deemit fit
and proper to grant further tine to the appellants to
nmove appropriate application seeking amendnment of the
appeal . More so, when they have not deposited the cost
of Rs.10,000/- inposed on them for non-conpliance. The
appeal s are hereby dism ssed but with no order as to

costs.

(K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN)
New Del hi
Novenmber 3, 2011.



