\ 2221 TEM NO. 24 REG STRAR COURT. 1 SECTI ON X'V
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
BEFORE THE REG STRAR S. G SHAH

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).28463/2011

G Rl SH CHANDRA GUPTA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
U. P | NDL. DEV. CORPN. LTD AND ORS Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

WTH Civil Appeal NO 8651 of 2011
(Wth office report)

Dat e: 23/03/2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
For Petitioner(s)

M. T. WMahipal, Adv.

M. Purvish Jitendra Mal kan, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Rakesh U tanthandra Upadhyay, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Cl VIL APPEAL NO. 8651/2011

Del et ed.
SLP(C) NO. 28463/ 2011

The 1 d. Advocate for the petitioner states that the
| ocal Court had not bothered to help themto confirm dasti
noti ce because dasti notices is addressed to the Advocate-
on-record and not to the Trial Court.

Regi stry has to place this fact before the concerned

Regi strar (Judl.) and to confirmthat whether letters to the
concerned District Court are being issued or not as per

earlier discussion. If it is not being issued, whenever there
-2-
Item No. 24
is an order to serve notice t hr ough t he Trial Court,
registry has to address letter to the concerned Trial Court

to help the petitioner to confirmservice as per |aw.



In the present case also, let there be letter from
the registry to the concerned District Court to help the
petitioner to confirmservice upon unserved respondent No. 3
through the | ocal process server who is pernitted to serve
notice even by affixing the sane at the given address if it
could not be served in due course.

Li st again on 7.5.2012.

(S. G SHAH)
REG STRAR
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