“ITEM NO.22 COURT NO.11 SECTION lIA

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl)... 2010
(CRLMP.NO(s).16479)

(From the judgement and order dated 30/10/2006 in RLA No. 149/2005

of The HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH)

PAWAN KUMAR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF HARYANA & ORS. Respondent(s)

With CRLMP.NO(s).16479/2010 (Cldelay in filing SLP and office
report)

Date: 09/08/2010  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ASOK KUMAR GANGULY

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Varinder Kumar Sharma,Adv.(N/P)
For Respondent(s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

In the first round, some learned counsel other than the
advocate-on-record had appeared and sought adjournment by saying
that the arguing counsel is unwell. However, when we enquired from
him the name of the learned counsel who is to argue the case,
learned counsel could not disclose the name. Therefore, the case was
passed over to enable the advocate-on-record to appear and assist
the court in recording the name of the advocate who is to appear and
argue the case.

In the second round, no one appeared for the petitioner. This
gives an impression that the learned counsel is not interested in
prosecuting the matter.

The special leave petition is dismissed in default.

(Satish K.Yadav) (Phoolan Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



