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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).24106/2004

M S. ENT N RMATA SANGH & ORS.

UNION OF I NDI A & CORS.

VERSUS

(Wth office report)

W th

SLP(C) No. 8965- 8966/ 2005
(with office report)

Petitioner(s)

Respondent ( s)

Date: 05/07/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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Rachit Mttal, Adv.
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S. A Matto, Adv.
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M. D.N Goburdhan , Adv
Nandi ni Gupta, Adv.

Ms. Hemanti ka Wahi , Adv

Ms. Naresh Bakshi , Adv
Suraj Singh, Adv.

Pradeep M sra , Adv
Prashant Bhushan , Adv
Vijay Panjwani , Adv

R Ayyam Perumal , Adv
V.G Pragasam , Adv

Yash Pal Dhingra , Adv
Ashok Kumar Singh , Adv
. Kamakshi S. Mehlwal , Adv
Gaut am Nar ayan, Adv.

M. N khil Nayyar , Adv
Manoj Kumar, Adv.

M. S. Chandra Shekhar , Adv
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M S. Panda, Adv.

M. Rutw k Panda , Adv

M . Snehasi sh Mukherjee , Adv
Navi n Shar ma, Adv.
B.S. Banthia, Adv.
Mukesh Verma, Adv.
Yashpal Dhingra, Adv.
V. D. Khanna, Adv.
K. B. Rohtagi, Adv.
T. Harish Kumar, Adv.
Mani k Kar anj awal a, Adv.

the Court nmade the follow ng



ORDER

It is unfortunate that the Advocates appearing before this Court in
many cases do not know that for which respondents they are appeari ng.

In the present case, notice upon the petitioner in SLP(C) No.8965-
8966/ 2005 is to be served because their previous Advocate, M. Sudhir
Nandr aj og has been designated as Senior Advocate. At least to that effect,
Regi stry has to be careful, since there is no proper disclosure in the
of fice report.

Let there be a fresh notice for alternative arrangenent upon
petitioner in SLP(C) Nos.8965-8966/2005, before 23.8.2012, which is to be
forwarded to the District and Sessions Court, Patiala for confirning

service without fail, even by affixing the sane at the given address, if it
could not be served in due course
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However, the fact remains that the petitioner in such SLP being
Punjab State Pollution Control Board is respondent No.17 in connected SLP
No. 24106/ 2004 and though it has been served in the SLP there is no separate
di scl osure regardi ng appearance of any Advocate nor vakal at nana. Al such
i nformati on was to be gathered fromthe original record only.

In view of the fact that we do not have proper and better Serving
Agency including postal services which confirns the services properly in
time.

Li st again on 23.8.2012.
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