
ÀITEM NO.91                       REGISTRAR COURT.1                       SECTION XVIA

                S U P R E M E        C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                                  RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                          BEFORE THE REGISTRAR S.G. SHAH

TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NO(s). 165 OF 2009

VARSHABEN                                                         Petitioner(s)

                       VERSUS

CHANDRAPRAKASH DALPATRAM BHATIA                                   Respondent(s)
(With appln(s) for stay and office report )

Date: 31/08/2010         This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
                              Ms. Sakshi Banga, Adv.
                              Mr. Milind Kumar,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

               UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                   O R D E R

              The learned counsel for the petitioner states that

public notice was forwarded to the petitioner for publication

in "Navbharat Times", as per court’s order.

              However,    petitioner      has   published    it     in    "Dainik

Bhaskar" and in "Rajasthan Patrika" in addition to publication

in "Times of India" with a request to accept such publication

as   proper    proof     of    service   in   view   of   court’s    order    for

substituted service. Considering the fact that notices are
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published    in   three   newspapers   and    at   least   in   "Rajasthan

Patrika" though it is published in translated form, in fact it

discloses the pendency of present petition and call upon the

respondent to appear before this court, I do not see any

reason to decline such      publication as proper proof of service

by substituted mode.

            However, since original litigation is pending before

the court of Jaipur, let there be an intimation to the Family

Court, Jaipur to find out that why respondent herein who is



the petitioner in Case No.12/2008 before that court could not

be served by regular notice and if respondent being petitioner

before that court has not disclosed correct address before the

trial court, what steps have been taken by trial court in such

Case No.12/2008 before it.

            The Family Court, Jaipur shall intimate the facts to

this court latest by 23.9.2010.         However, without waiting of

the outcome of the facts of the publication, list before the

Hon’ble Court, as per rules.

                                                           (S.G. SHAH)
                                                            REGISTRAR
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