BI TEM NO. 98 REG STRAR COURT. 1 SECTI ON | VA

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR S. G SHAH

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (CGivil) No(s).15094/2010

VI PIN KUVAR @ VI PI N KUMAR GOUR Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

KAI LASHCHAND & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling O T. and office report )

Date: 14/07/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
M Sandeep Naagora, Adv.
M . H manshu Shekhar, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

M Suryanaryana Si ngh, Adv.
Ms. Pragati Neekhra, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The I d. Advocat e, M Sandeep Naagor a appeari ng on
behal f of M H manshu Shekhar, Advocat e-on-record for t he
petitioner states t hat t hey have nmoved an application for
substitution before the High Court. However, he is not aware
that for which respondent such application is filed. There are
several respondents, sonme of themare yet unserved. Order to
i ssue notice is dated 9.8.2010 when Court has al so granted
dasti in addi ti on. It has been di scl osed t hat execution

proceedi ngs are pending before the Trial Court. In view of

such fact, it would be very easy for the petitioner to confirm

service t hr ough such Trial Court/ Executi ng Court.

Unfortunately petitioner has failed to take appropriate steps
-2-

Item No. 98

though nmatter is adjourned on the sane count on different

dates. In the interest of justice, as |last chance, petitioner

is permtted to confirmservice of unserved respondents and to



take appropriate steps on record before 4.8.2011. If no steps
are t aken and i f pr oof of service is not filed bef ore
4.8.2011, list before the Hon' bl e Judge in Chanber for non-

prosecuti on.

(S. G SHAH)
Regi strar
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