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ITEM NO.33               REGISTRAR COURT.2             SECTION XV

            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 SUNIL THOMAS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).8951/2010

MANAGEMENT OF M/S.DEEPAK MEL.HOSP.&RES.C          Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

SANJAY KUMAR                                      Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief )

Date: 17/04/2013  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
                     Mr. Sridhar Potaraju,Adv.
                     Mr. Gaichangpou Gangmei,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

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

       Ld. counsel for the petitioner has filed proof of  dasti  indicating
  that notice has been served on  the  counsel  for  the  respondent.   The
  affidavit discloses that notice has been served on one advocate Mr. Sunil
  Kumar.  However, the records  reveal  that  the  petitioner  had  earlier
  mentioned the name of the counsel appearing  by letter dated 4.4.2013  as
  M/s. Sebasan & Company.  The counsel relying on Order  XVI  Rule  4(1)(g)
  submits that notice on the counsel  is  proper  service  if  the  SLP  is
  against an interlocutory order and in the present case an  interim  order
  is challenged in the SLP.  It is not clear whether  the  person  on  whom
  notice has been served is infact appearing for the respondent.
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       Further the Hon’ble Court by order dated 10.2.2012 had not  accepted
  dasti service on the counsel for the respondent  and  directed  to  issue
  fresh notice to the respondent and additionally to be  served  by  dasti.
  In the light of above, counsel for the petitioner  is  directed  to  take
  fresh steps  for serving notice on the respondent personally  or  through
  the counsel appearing for him  in  the  Industrial  Tribunal  Karkardoma.
  Issue notice through the Presiding Officer of the Industrial Tribunal  in
  the address furnished in letter  dated  12.3.2013   simultaneously,  take
  steps to serve the respondent through the  District  Court  within  whose
  jurisdiction the respondent was last residing. Issue  notice directly  to
  the District Court and the concerned counsel.   Await service report.
       List the matter on 19.7.2013.
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