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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

We have heard Mr. Rishi Malhotra, learned counsel appearing on

behalf of the appellant-accused in Criminal Appeal No. 1195 of



2010 and connected matters.

When the matter is being heard we noticed that there is no
representation on behalf of the State of Haryana. The name of
Mr. Kamal Mohan Gupta, learned counsel, who is representing the
State of Haryana, was flashed on the Display Board by the Court
Master. Pursuant to such flashing, Mr. Gupta instructed Ms. Nupur
Chaudhary, learned counsel, to appear in the Court. She appeared
in the Court sans any appeal papers. She made a request to adjourn
the matters on the ground that the counsel, Mr. Gupta, is held up
in Court No. 11 of this Court. We decline the request made in this
behalf. We further proceeded to hear the matter. We wanted certain
clarifications in the course of hearing. At this stage, Ms.
Chaudhary, learned counsel, again made a request for adjournment
which shows that the matters which are being listed or being heard
by this Court finally, there is no assistance at all from the
counsel who is appearing on behalf of the State of Haryana. This
lapse has resulted in obstructing hearing and prevented the Court
from discharging its duties. Therefore, it would be just and
proper for this Court to require the Chief Secretary of the State

of Haryana to take appropriate corrective measures to ensure that

counsel for the State remains present with papers when cases are
called out for hearing and file an affidavit before the next date,

failing which the Chief Secretary may be required to remain
present in person.

List again on 3.09.2014.
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