“1 TEM NO. 29 REG STRAR COURT. 2 SECTI ON XVI

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
BEFORE THE REG STRAR SUNI L THOMAS
SLP(C) No. 33274 of 2010

PRABHAT VI KRAM SAH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF Bl HAR & ORS. Respondent ( s)

Dat e: 02/03/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s) M. Sunil Kumar Singh, Adv.

M. Vikas Mehta, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Anant Sharnma, Adv.
M. Gopal Singh, Adv.

Ms. Swati Chandra, Adv.
M. Akhil esh Kumar Pandey, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Ld. counsel for t he petitioner submits t hat dasti
notice through the District court could not be effected
since the District Court refused to accept dasti notice to

be served t hr ough the District Court. Counsel for the
petitioner seeks fresh notice to be served on respondent

No. 4 and 7 through the District Court directly. Ofice to
i ssue notice to t he concer ned District Court for bei ng
served on respondent no. 4 and 7. The District Court may
serve the notice personally, and if it is not possible,

adopt the procedure of affixture in the |ast known address

as per Rule. Await service report.

List the matter on 12. 4. 2012.

(SUNI L THOVAS)
s Regi strar



