f Ol TEM NO. 27 REG STRAR COURT. 1 SECTION |11 A
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).17581/2011
Cl.T & ANR Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

M S SHANKARANARAYANA | NDUSTRI ES Respondent (s)
(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP)
WTH SLP(C) NO 17582 of 2011
(Wth office report)
Dat e: 29/03/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
For Petitioner(s)

Ms. S. Rein, Adv.

M. B.V. Bal aram Das, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

M. Krishna Dev, Adv.

M . Sent hil Jagadeesan, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Learned counsel for the petitioner says that they
are not getting the relevant information fromthe office of
the Central Agency whenever the natters are listed before the
Court. This is one of the najor hurdle in conpleting the
proceedi ng at the earliest.

I f deemed proper, Registry shall place this fact
before the competent authority to convey the Central Agency
for the Central Covernnment and the concerned State Authorities
to take care of such situation, thereby they nust provide
basic information to the Advocate to whomthe matter is

I tem No. 27 -2-
assi gned on particul ar dat e. For nost of t he

of fices, whenever any Advocate appears before this Court, nost

of themare not aware about the basic information of their

case, i.e., nature of the litigation so as to realize that how
notice can be served at t he earliest upon t he
respondents, list of litigants to verify that who is served

and who is unserved and actual position of service.
Practically, the above position prevails in nmajority

of t he cases wher ei n ei t her Juni or Advocat es

Gover nnment

unserved

or

Pr oxy



Advocat es are appearing on behalf of the nain Advocates and
unfortunately they have tendency to say, whenever any fact is
to be ascertained, that they are so instructed or they are
Proxy counsel and therefore, they are not aware about the
correct position.

The amendnent of | aws at rel evant time
fol | oned for speedy justice but unfortunately in
i mpl ement ati on of such law is not being done properly.
avoi d the above situation, before the Trial Courts, the Code
of Givil Procedure was amended before a decade
plaintiff has to provide one additional set of pleadings while
filing the suit so as to keep the record and track of the
matter in order. No such practice is prevailing in Appellate
Courts and even in Apex Courts. It woul d not be out of place
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to state here that it woul d be appropri ate t hat

parties appearing before any Court either it may be the Court

of Hon’ bl e Chanber Judge or it may be t he Court

Regi strar, where service of notice and pl eadings are to be
verified for making the matter ready for final hearing, they
shoul d have at | east a copy of the cause title and copy of al

previ ous Records of Proceedings in their hands so as to help

may be
practice

To

wher eby

al | t he

of t he

t he j udi ci al process to conpl ete t he adm nistrative

formalities for confirmati on of service and to conplete the
pl eadi ngs at the earliest.
Everyone knows that huge anount is being spent now

a-days to upload all information on Internet, nost of the

i nformation are very nmuch avai |l abl e on I nt er net and

t her ef or e, it woul d be very easy for them to
conpilation ready and in order w thout spending nuch cost.
A question regardi ng non-supply of office report is

repeatedly come up when this court has taken a view that since

of fice reports are neit her as per | aw and rul e

mandatory and it was initially started only with a viewto

hel p the Court to realize the correct position, an attenpt was

keep such

and non-



made to provide a custonize Cause List and office report to

t he Advocat es t hr ough e-mail . Unfortunately, appr oxi matel y
there are nore than thousand Advocat es-on- Record, Registry
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could not get e-mail I D of even one hundred Advocates and,

therefore, such facility could not be initiated.
The Menbers of the Bar and nore practically, State

Authorities may come forward to disclose their e-mail lIds so
as to get the latest and better information at the earliest
position and thereby to conplete the judicial process at the
earliest.
For the above observations, copy of this order be
forwarded to the E-Conmittee for taking necessary steps in the
matter.
Let there be a fresh notice with dasti service upon
t he unserved respondents in SLP(C) No.17582/2011, which is
permitted to be served through the nearest GCivil Court/Trial
court, wher e private parties are concer ned and t hr ough
standi ng counsel, where state authorities are concerned, if
process fee and spare copies are paid/filed before 9.4.2012
el se list before t he Hon’ bl e Judge in Chanbers for non-

prosecuti on.

If notices are issued, list again on 11.5.2012
In connect ed SLPs, served respondent s may file
counter affidavit till then.
(S.G SHAH)
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