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IT E M NO.39                  COUR T NO.8         SECT I O N XV

        S UP R E M E CO U R T O F I N D I A
               R ECO R D OF P R OC E E D I N G S

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).9803/ 2006

(From the judgement and order dated 23/05 / 2 006 in D B CS A( W r it) No. 898/2005
of The H I G H COU RT OF RAJ A S T H A N AT JA I P U R )

UNION OF IN D I A TR.D I R E C T O R N.I.E.R &T R N G             Petitioner(s)

                 VE R S U S

SH Y A M BA B U M A H E S H W A R I & ORS                  Respondent(s)

(office report on default dated 10.12.2008)

Date: 27/02 / 2 009 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

COR A M :
     HON’ B L E M R. JUST I C E R.V. RA V E E N D R A N
                                    (IN CHA M B E R S )

For Petitioner(s)
                     Mr. S. Rajappa,Adv.

For Respondent(s)             Mr. V. Seshagiri, Adv.
                              Mr. Alok Tiwari, Adv.
           for       M / S. Dua Associates,Adv.

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

                 The order of the Chamber Judge dated 12.04.2007 directs the

      petitioner to take steps in regard to respondents 2 and 3 within two weeks

      subject to the condition that the petition shall stand dismissed if it is not

      so done. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that he has paid the

      process fee for service of respondents 2 and 3 on 27.4.2007. As the

      process fee was paid beyond two weeks, as per the order of the Chamber
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Judge, the petition stood dismissed as against respondents 2 and 3.

Therefore, apparently the notice has not been issued to respondents 2 and

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner may file application for setting aside

the order of dismissal against Respondent Nos.2 and 3.

General complaint.

          The following general complaints by several Advocates-on-Record

in regard to Chamber matters which require to be noted:

(i) The office reports are not being served on the AO Rs, even on those who

  have    Chambers     within   the   Supreme    Court   premises,    causing



  considerable hardship.

(ii)The office reports are not promptly and regularly notified on the

  Supreme Court web site, even though the Registry claims that it is being

  done.

(iii)The office reports are inaccurate and incomplete and do not disclose or

  reflect the correct or upto date position.

(iv)The Chambers list is also not promptly placed on the web site and this

  leads to many counsel missing the listing their cases before the Chamber

  Judge/ Registrars.

(v)The Chambers list is not displayed on the notice board of the Supreme

  Court Bar Association / A O R notice board.

(vi)Invariably the Chamber list is made available only the previous

  evening, that too very late. If it is made available at least two/three days

  in advance, the AO Rs will be able to either rectify the defects or make

  arrangements for appearance.
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           Registrar (Judicial) is required to take note of these complaints

  and take appropriate remedial action. Registry may also explore the

  possibility of releasing the Chambers list at least two/three days in

  advance, if it is not being done.

      (Anand Singh)                                    (Pawan Kumar)
Assistant Registrar                         Court Master


