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              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

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).1911/2009

SHIVDEV OMDEO MISHRA                                       Petitioner(s)

                     VERSUS

KANYALAL C.MAKHIJA & ANR.                                  Respondent(s)

Date: 06/07/2010      This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
                         Ms. Kamini Jaiswal,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

it is the duty of the Registry to point out that address of

particular respondent is incomplete for confirming the service

of the notice.

         In    the     present   case,   the   following    address   as

disclosed in the SLP is incomplete:-

         Kanyalal C. Makhija,
         Carter Road, Bandra (West),
         Mumbai - 400050.

         It is very much known to all that no notice can be

served if only this much address is disclosed in the cause
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title.    The     matter       is   pending   for   couple    of   months    for

confirming the service of notice on the unserved respondent.

Though dasti service was issued earlier,               the petitioner has

not   filed    proof     of    outcome   of   dasti   service.       It    means

petitioner has never tried to confirm the service of notice

upon the respondent by any appropriate mode of service.

              Petitioner has never disclosed on record that what

steps he has taken to confirm the service.                It is certain that



if only above address is disclosed in the cause title of any

litigant, more particularly when he is residing in city like

Mumbai   or     Delhi,    it    would    be   difficult      for   the    postal

authority or even process server to confirm the service on the

unserved respondent.

              Therefore, request of the learned counsel for the

petitioner to send the notice through Trial Court cannot be

accepted at this stage.

              As last chance, petitioner has to take appropriate

steps for confirming the service upon the unserved respondent

on or before 21.7.2010 by taking appropriate steps as per

rule.
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         If    proper      address   is   not   disclosed   on   or   before

21.7.2010,    list   the    matter    before    the   Hon’ble    Judge    in

Chambers for non-prosecution.

                                                        (S.G. SHAH)
                                                         Registrar

rd


