| TEM NO 59 REG STRAR COURT. 1 SECTI ON XV
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).11436/2009

MUNI CI PAL COUNCI L PATHANKOT Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
NATHU RAM GUPTA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

W TH

SLP(C) NO 11578 of 2009

(Wth prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO 11883 of 2009

(Wth prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO 11893 of 2009

(Wth prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO 14161 of 2009

(Wth prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO 25638 of 2009

(Wth office report)

SLP(C) NO 31581 of 2010

(Wth prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO. 34479 of 2010

(Wth prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO 34497 of 2010

(Wth prayer for interim relief and office report)
SLP(C) NO 8803 of 2009

(Wth prayer for interim relief)

Date: 12/03/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)

Suresh C Gupta, Adv.
Praneet Ranj an, Adv.
Arun K. Sinha, ADv.

<s%

For Respondent (s)

Sudhir Walia, Adv.
Abhi shek Atrey, Adv.

Sandeep Baj aj, Adv.

Ani | Shrivastava, ADv.

$5=%

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Nobody is pr esent for t he petitioner in SLP( O

Nos. 34479, 34497 and 31581 of 2010 where notices upon several
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Item No. 59

respondents are yet not confirmed. Registry has to conply
with the order dated 25.11.2011 for such SLPs when it is
specifically directed to Iist such SLPs before the Hon' bl e

Judge in Chanbers for non-prosecution in view of non-action



and absence of the petitioner.

Regi stry has to be careful. Non-conpliance of order
dated 25.11.2011 so far as above SLPs are concerned shall be
expl ained to the undersigned in witing. These three SLPs
shall be listed before the Hon’ ble Judge in Chanbers at the
earliest in view of the fact that connected SLPs are ready
for listing before the main Court.

Nobody is present on behalf of the | d. Advocate-on-
record, M P. N. Puri who has sought time to file
affidavit before the main Court on 6.1.2012 when Court has
granted four weeks’ tine to file counter affidavit and four
weeks for filing rejoinder affidavit. Mre than 8 weeks has
al ready passed, there is no counter affidavit or rejoinder
affidavit. Such SLPs shall be listed before the Hon ble Court
as per rules.

Regi stry has to rectify the database so as to discl ose
the name of the I d. Advocates in the cause |list w thout fail
Conpl i ance be reported to the undersigned in witing.

(S. G SHAH)
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