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VERSUS

SURYU ROY & ORS
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Date : 13/08/2015 This petition was called on for hearing today.
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Srijana Lama, Adv.
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Petitioner(s)

Respondent ( s)

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng

ORDER

Counter affidavit on behalf of respondent Nos. 118,

121 and 123 is already on record.

Wth regard to respondent Nos.1l, 117, 125 and 126

office report is silent for filing counter affidavit.

119,

t he

Ld. Counsel for respondent No.117 subnits that she has

already filed the counter affidavit. Regi stry to verify and

put up with appropriate office report regarding filing of the
Signature Not Verified

counter affidavit by the date fixed next.
Digitally signed by
Rupam Dhani j a
Dat e: 2015. 08. 20
10: 19: 46 | ST
Reason:

Despite opportunity granted earlier, the Ld.

the petitioner failed to take fresh steps for effecting
Item No. 34 -2-

service upon all the unserved respondents as nmentioned in the

of fice report. However, f our weeks’ time, as

Counsel

| ast

for



opportunity, is granted for the said purpose.
The office report further suggests that respondent Nos. 3,
13, 16, 20, 24, 29, 36, 41, 42, 44, 47, 51, 58, 61, 63, 71,
72, 85 and 88 have expired. An application for substitution
has yet not been filed to bring on record the | egal heirs of
t hose respondents. However, f our weeks’ time, as
opportunity, is granted for the sane.
For rest of the respondents, service is conplete but no
one has put in appearance.

Li st again on 29.10. 2015.
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