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| TEM NO. 14 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON | X
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Gwvil)...... /2010

CC 11686-11695/ 2010
(Fromthe j udgenment and order dated 06/01/2009 in W No
2485/ 1994 & WP No. 2663/1994 & WP No. 2666/1994 & W No
2668/ 1994 & WP No. 2685/1994 & WP No. 2739/1994 & W No
2740/ 1994 & WP No. 2742/1994 & WP No. 2746/1994 & W No
2761/ 1994 of The H GH COURT OF BQOVBAY)
UNI ON OF | NDI A Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

CHAMPABAI DEVI CHAND SAHA(D) BY LRS. & ORS Respondent (' s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,c/delay in refiling SLP)

Date: 13/08/2010 These Petitions were called on for hearing
t oday.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE H. L. GOKHALE

I ndira Jai Singh, ASG

For Petitioner(s) Ms.
Ms. I ndi ra Sahwney, Adv.
M
M

Sachit Kumar Sahij pal, Adv.
Shreekant N. Terdal , Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

There is a delay of 186 days in filing SLP
and del ay of 250 days in refiling the SLP. The

delay is not satisfactorily expl ai ned. However, on
2

the facts and circunstances and in the interest of

justice, we consider it a fit case for condonation

of del ay subj ect to petitioner’s depositing

Rs. 2500/ - as costs with t he Supr eme Court Lega
Services Committee within four weeks fromtoday and

produci ng acknow edgenent .



I ssue notice on the SLP to show cause why
the matter should not be remanded to the Hi gh Court

for deciding the matter with reference to Section 6

read with Section 3(c) of Snuggl ers & For ei gn
Exchange Mani pul ators (Forfeiture of Property) Act,
1976 by a reasoned order
We find that SLP consists of four vol unes,
out of whi ch t wo vol unmes are merel y copi es
seven j udgnent s of this Court. The sai d t
vol unes run into nor e t han 250 pages
phot ocopi es of t he reported j udgnent s had b
filed, it would have hardly been 30-40 pages. apart
fromthe fact that we woul d have had the benefit of
head- not es. By filing the typed copies of this
Court judgnents w thout head-notes, no purpose is
served except to add to the bulk of the file.
It is mentioned by the | earned Additiona
Solicitor Gener al fgr t he petitioner t hat

Regi stry insists upon filing of typed copies (typed

i n doubl e space) even in reported judgnents of this

Court and t hat is why, t he petitioner has been
forced to type and file them Unl ess there is
specific rule in that behalf, we do not find any

reason why a party should be required to produce

typed copies of the judgnent of this Court when

t hey are reported and t he reports are easily
avai | abl e. The Registry to consider this aspect

and take appropriate steps.

(O P. Sharnmm) (MS. Negi)
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