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SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
BEFORE THE REG STRAR S. G SHAH
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 2115 OF 2006

MS. J.K | NDUSTRI ES LTD. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

Date: 19/08/2008 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.
For Appellant(s)

Ms. Meenakshi Arora, Adv.
M. Mhit D. Ram Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Rakesh K. Sharma, Adv.
M. G Unapat hy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

It is unfortunate that office has not taken care of the
service upon all the respondents since 13.9.2007 till 18.8.2008
and first time in the office report on 18.8.2008 it is disclosed
that respondent No. 1 and 7 are not served. It is stated by
| ear ned counsel Ms. Meenakshi Arora appearing for t he
appel I ant that she has never received letter dated 22.5.2008 as
referred by the office in office report dated 18.8.2008. Ofice has
to explain in witing to the undersigned within tw weeks that
why proper status of service of notice upon respondent Nos. 1
and 7 is not disclosed at the relevant time both in the office
report as well as to the court of Registrar and also to the

appel I ant .
.2/ -

Deal i ng Assi stant who has prepared the O fice Report
dated 10.9.2007 has to clarify that how and why respondent Nos.
1 and 7 were considered as duly served on 10.9. 2007 in absence
of proof of service.

Fresh notice to unserved respondents by registered post A D. Dasti
service in addition is allowed as prayed for which is permtted to be



served through the central agency so far as respondent is concerned.
Dasti service is to be given before 25.8.2008 without fail.
List the matter on 1.9.2008.

(S. G SHAH)
Regi strar



