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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Cvil)..../2001
(CC:. 1123)
(From the judgenent and order dated 04/09/1996 in QA 3097/94
of The H MACHAL PRADESH ADM NI STRATI VE TRI BUNAL AT SHI MLA)
STATE OF H. P. AND ANR Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
HARI Sl NGH Respondent (s)

( WthI1.A No.1) - For c/delay in filing SLP & an appln. for c/del ay
inrefiling SLP with Ofice Report )

Date : 23/02/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE R C. LAHOTI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE BRI JESH KUMAR
For Petitioner (s) M. Naresh K Sharnma, adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
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Apart from the delay in filing the special |eave
petition of nore than 1100 days, there has been a delay in
refiling the special |eave petition of 412 days. |.A 1
and |.A 2 have been filed seeking condonation of delay in
filing and refiling of the special |eave petition
In 1.A No.2, which seeks condonation of delay in
refiling the special |leave petition, the only ground on
whi ch condonation is sought is contained in paragraph 3 of
the application which reads thus
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"That the Advocate for the
petitioner had in the meanwhil e sent
his meno of expenses to the office
of the District Attorney for filing
the 110 connected special | eave
petitions. The District Attorney in
turn had sent the same to Shinmla for
sanction and clearance. Due to the
fact that a |large nunber of matters
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were filed at the same time, the
anount of expenses clainmed by the
advocate, though at the sane scale
as was being clained by himin other
matter, cane to a |large anount.
Thi s became a matter of sone
unwar r ant ed obj ecti ons by t he
officials of the state government.
As the advocate had al ready spent a
huge anount from his own pocket, and
the renoval of expenses could not be
undertaken till the settlenment of
the matter."

W are afraid that this explanation does not give
any sufficient cause nmuch |ess a reasonable cause for
condonation of delay in refiling. W are also not satisfied
with the explanation for inordinate delay in filing the
S.L.P. Both the applications are, accordingly, rejected.
Consequently, the special |eave petition is di sm ssed as
barred by tine.

(Neena Ver na) (Prem Prakash)
Court Master Court Master



