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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+ C.R.P. 92/2022, CM APPL. 30596/2022

BSES RAJDHANI POWER LTD

..... Petitioner
Through:  Mr. Anupam Varma, Mr. Nikhil
Sharma and Mr.  S.Akshata,

Advocates.

Versus

FATIK CHANDRA GHOSH

..... Respondent

Through:  None.

CORAM:

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE NEENA BANSAL KRISHNA
ORDER

% 11.12.2024

1. The service on Respondent has not been effected as per the Record,
even though the Affidavit of Service has been filed on behalf of the
Petitioner.

2. It is submitted that the respondent has been appearing before the Trial
Court and had been duly informed about the pendency of the present
Revision Petition, despite which he is intentionally not appearing.

3. These facts have been brought on record on Affidavit. Moreover,
Dasti summons may be taken for service of the Respondent before the Trial
Court, where he is appearing, on taking steps by the Petitioner returnable on
27.05.2025.

NEENA BANSAL KRISHNA, J
DECEMBER 11, 2024/va

This is a digitally signed order.

The authenticity of the order can be re-verified from Delhi High Court Order Portal by scanning the QR code shown above.
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