<| TEM NO. 53 REG STRAR COURT. 1 SECTI ON X'V
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR S. G SHAH

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).15188-15189/2011

NAGENDER CHAUHAN Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF HI MACHAL PRADESH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

Date: 17/11/2011 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
M Chetan Chawl a, Adv.
M . Sudhir Naagar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Arun Kumar Beriwal , Adv.
M Rakesh Chitkara, Adv.
M. Ashwani Kumar Dubey , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The | d. Advocat e, M Rakesh Chi tkara appeari ng for
respondent No.2 confirms that they are adopting the counter
affidavit filed by respondent No.1 and thereby there may not
be separate counter af fidavit by r espondent No. 2. The
concer ned Assi st ant Regi strar has to verify the pr oof of
service on record as well as statenment in the office report
dat ed 30.9. 2011 for listing t he matt er bef ore t he Hon' bl e

Court on 10.10.2011.
It seens t hat pr oof of service in t he form of

acknow edgnent of registered post is very well on record on
-2-
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the said dates. However, a statenent is nade in the office

report that service in respect of respondent Nos. 3 and 4 is

awai t ed. Maybe because of the said statenent in the office



report, Hon' ble Court has ordered on 10.10.2011 to list after

service is compl et e. Now in t he of fice report dat ed
15. 11. 2011, it is endor sed t hat service is conpl ete but
vakal atnama is awaited in respect of respondent Nos. 3 and

4(AD card received). Registry has to explain that when such AD

cards are received, why an inproper statenment has been made in

of fice report dated 30.9.2011

Li st before the Hon’ ble Court as per rules.

(S. G SHAH)
REG STRAR
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