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              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 M.K. HANJURA

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).29198/2010

NASIB KAUR AND ORS.                                             Petitioner(s)

                    VERSUS

SURAT SINGH (D)THRU LRS & ORS.                    Respondent(s)
(With appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and office report)
WITH SLP(C) NO. 29205 of 2010
(With office report)

Date: 05/05/2011     This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
                          Mrs. Sureshta Bagga,Adv.

For Respondent(s)
                          Ms. Jyotika Kalra

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

SLP(C) No.29198/2010

          None for the petitioners.

          Learned       counsel     for    the   respondent     Nos.1(i)    to

1(iii)   is    present.      She     has    already     filed   the   counter

affidavit.

          Vide     order      dated        30.3.2011,     passed      by   the

Registrar’s    Court,     learned    counsel     for    the   petitioner   was

directed to take        fresh steps for confirming service of the

unserved respondents within a week’s time but he has not taken
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any   steps    in    that    direction    so    far.        The   matter   shall,

therefore, be listed before the Hon’ble Judge in Chamber for

non-prosecution as against the said respondents.

SLP(C) No.29205/2010

              None for the petitioner.

              Learned counsel for the respondent Nos.1 to 3                     is

present.      She has already filed the counter affidavit

              Vide    order      dated    30.3.2011,          passed     by     the



Registrar’s     Court,      learned   counsel        for    the   petitioner    was

directed to take fresh steps for confirming service of the

unserved respondent Nos.4 to 7 within a week’s time but he has

not taken any steps in that direction so far.                          The matter

shall,   therefore,         be   listed   before      the    Hon’ble    Judge   in

Chamber for non-prosecution as against the said respondents.

                                                                   (M.K.HANJURA)
                                                                     REGISTRAR

rd


