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Date: 18/01/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

It is unfortunate that an affidavit dated 12.1.2012
is filed on record stating that dasti notices al ongwi th copy
of t he SLP has been served to r espondent Nos. 2 and
3. Receipts of dasti notices are enclosed herein with such
af fidavit.No acknow edgnent of notice is f ound, wher eas

petitioner has sinply annexed the recei pt of sending such
dasti notices by regi stered post acknow edgment due on

11.1.2012. The fact renmains that if they have received the
-2-

Item No. 10

acknow edgnent they woul d have certainly filed it since two

weeks has al ready | apsed.

No acknow edgnent are filed on record. Such receipt



cannot be treated as proof of dasti service. If petitioner
fails to file pr oper pr oof of service upon unserved
respondents before 16.2.2012, list before the Hon’ bl e Judge
i n Chanbers for non-prosecution.
Served respondents may file counter affidavit till

t hen.
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