| TEM NO 83 REG STRAR COURT. 1 SECTION |V

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR H. B. PRABHAKARA SASTRY
Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 1780/ 2008

DENTAL COUNCIL OF I NDI A Petitioner(s)

VERSUS
ARTI ANEJA AND ORS. Respondent ( s)
(with office report)
Cvil Appeal NO 1748 of 2008
(Wth office report)

Date: 29/09/2011 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

For Appel I ant(s)
Ms. Surbhi Mehta, Adv.
M. Abhi nav Mikerji, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. NM Popli, Adv.
M s. B. Sunita Rao, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
Lear ned counsel for t he appel | ant in bot h t he
matters and | ear ned counsel for r espondent No. 1 in CA
No. 1780/ 2008 are present.
The | earned Advocate, M.K. S. Prasad, appearing on
behal f of M. Chanchal Kr. Gangul i, Advocat e- on- Record
undert akes to file vakal at nana for r espondent No. 1 in CA
No. 1748/ 2008.
Item No. 83 -2-
Lear ned counsel is directed to file Meno of
undert aki ng during the course of the day. Four weeks’ time
is granted to himto file vakal at nana.
The office report says that the |earned counsel for
the appell ant has not cured the defects despite its letter
dated 8.8.2011.
Lear ned counsel for t he appel | ant at this st age
submits t hat si nce t he respondent s are students in this



matter, the appellants have got sonme difficulty in finding

out their fresh addresses and confirm ng service upon them

for which the matter is pending. A perusal of the file and
the office report go to show that the matter is not pending

for such reason. Lear ned counsel for t he appel | ant
al r eady filed a letter of pr oof of service upon
respondents in which the office had noticed sone discrepancy

about the wong nmentioning of the case number and al so nanes

of the parties. The file further shows that office had al so
witten a letter to the | earned counsel for the appellant on

8.8.2011 to file a fresh letter with correct Appeal No. and

cause title. Thereafter on 13.9.2011 this court granted one

more week’s tinme, as final opportunity, to the appellants.

Despite these
Item No. 83 - 3-

sufficient opportunities given, the counsel for the appellant
has not cured the defects by furnishing the correct and proper
letter.
Hence, list the matter before the Hon’ ble Judge in
Chanbers for non-prosecution of the natter.
(H. B. PRABHAKARA SASTRY)
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