Rattan Bhushan vs. Anil Kumar alias Chodub Gialchen
CMPMO No. 53 of 2026

19.03.2026 Present: Mr. C.D. Negi, Advocate, for the petitioner.

It is contended by the learned counsel for the
petitioner that respondent No.2 could not be served by way of
dasti notice as father of learned counsel who is representing
petitioner before the learned trial Court has expired,
therefore, he seeks that respondent No.2 be served by means
of ordinary process and registered post.

Issue notice for the service of respondent No.2
returnable within a period of two weeks on taking steps
during the course of the day as undertaken by the learned
counsel for the petitioner. He also undertakes to file amended
memo of parties within three days.

List after two weeks.

( Romesh Verma)
Judge
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