FI TEM NO. 26 REG STRAR COURT. 1 SECTI ON | VA

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR S. G SHAH

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).29793/2010

CHANDRI BAI GUPTA(D) THR LRS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
GURUCHARAN KAUR & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)
Date: 17/10/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
For Petitioner(s)
M. N raj Sharma, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

M. Sunil Kumar Jain, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Nobody is present for the petitioner

Respondent No.1 is yet unserved.

I ssue fresh notice upon such unserved respondent.

Dasti, in addition, is allowed which is pernmitted
to be served through the nearest Civil Court/Trial Court.

It is unfortunate that in all such type of cases
co-litigant does not want to help the judicial process at
least in confirm ng service at the earliest.

In the present case, Oiginal Cvil Suit No.56A 86
was filed jointly be respondent Nos.1 and 2 discl osing one and

same address, since they are husband and wife.

Item No. 26 - 2-
Let t here be a fresh noti ce, whi ch is to
forwarded to the court of Vi1l Additional District Judge,

Indore with the request to confirmservice through Process

Server by af fi xi ng t he sane at t he gi ven addr ess
ref erence to Ori gi nal Gvil Sui t No. 56A/ 86, deci ded
31. 3. 1998.

Process Server can affix the notice at the given

address, if it could not be served in due course. It seens

be

on



t hat t he unserved r espondent is t he not her
respondent but, they are not ready to conme forward to confirm
that how she can be served at the earliest.

for the petitioner states that she is now reside at some other
pl ace, but fail to disclose such address.

Li st again on 13.12.2011

rd

of t he served
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