| TEM NO 96 SECTION |1 A
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR B. SUDHEENDRA KUNMAR

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).882/2006

MAHAVI R SI NGH Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

STATE OF Bl HAR & ANR. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for stay

Date: 27/07/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s) M. R K Sinha, Adv.

M . Dharnmendra Kunar Si nha, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Rtu Raj Biswas, Adv.
M. Gopal Singh, Adv.

M. Varun Mt hur, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

It appears fromthe Office Report that the affidavit of dasti service filed
by the petitioner

woul d show that respondent No.2 had refused to accept the dasti notice. The |earned counsel f
or the

petitioner has ar gued t hat t he sai d r ef usal shoul d be treated as deene
d service of notice on

respondent No. 2.



I have considered the said submission of the |earned counsel carefully.
Since there is no

provision in Rule 9A of Oder Vof C.P.C corresponding to the proviso to sub-rule (5) of R
ule 9 of

Or der V CP.C to pass any such decl arati on, I am not inclined to accept
the said ar gunent of t he

| earned counsel for the petitioner that there nust be deened service of notice on respondent N
0. 2.

The petitioner shall take fresh steps within ten days to issue notice to un
served respondent

No. 2 by registered post A D.

Li st again on 21.8.2006.

(B. Sudheendra Kumar)

rd Regi st
rar



