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ITEM NO.1712 Court 17 (Video Conferencing) SECTION II

SUPREME COURT OF INDTIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Miscellaneous Application No. 2471/2018 in SLP(Crl) No. 645/2012

K. SAVITHRAMMA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

K. ESWARAIAH & ORS. Respondent(s)

Date : 07-03-2022 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM : HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE HIMA KOHLI
[IN CHAMBER]
For Petitioner(s) Mr. V. Sridhar Reddy, Adv.
Mr. V. N. Raghupathy, AOR
For Respondent(s)
UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
1. A perusal of the order sheet shows that despite repeated
opportunities granted to the petitioner, no steps have been taken
to serve the unserved respondents No.13,16,17 and 19 so far.
2. Even today, learned counsel for the petitioner concedes that
there has been a default on his part and seeks further time to
serve the aforesaid respondents.
3. In view of the fact that several opportunities have already
been granted to the learned counsel for the petitioner to serve the
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reardd the said process has been going on since the year 2016, there
is no good reason to accommodate learned counsel for the petitioner

by giving him any further opportunity to serve the unserved



respondents.

4. In view of the above and Clause 23(c) of the Handbook on
Practice and Procedure and Office Procedure, 2017, Chapter XI -
Filing and Processing of Cases under the Head “Scrutiny and
Processing of Applications”, this Court is of the opinion that the
learned Registrar has rightly declined to register the application
for restoration under Order VIII Rules 6(3) and 6(4) of the Supreme
Court Rules, 2003 vide Order dated 20.4.2017 due to non-compliance
of the order of this Court which reads as under:
“Learned counsel for the petitioner is
granted four weeks’ time to comply with the
office report failing which the petition
shall stand dismissed without further
reference to the Court.
Any application for restoration shall be
entertained only on payment of costs of
Rs.1000/- to be deposited with the Supreme
Court Legal Services Committee.”
6. The status 1is the same even today. Filing of proper
affidavit of service is a pre-requisite for the registration
of the application for restoration which has not been complied
with despite having been granted a number of opportunities to
the petitioner.
7. In view of the foregoing, this Court declines to
entertain the appeal against the order of the learned

Registrar dated 20.04.2017 at the threshold.

8. Miscellaneous Application stands dismissed.

(ARUSHI SUNEJA) (ANJU KAPOOR)
SENIOR PERSONAL ASSISTANT COURT MASTER (NSH)
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