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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Cvil) No(s).5971/2007

(From the judgenent and order dated 04/09/2006 in WP No. 2193/2005
of The HI GH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

UFM SRl RAGHUVEER G PAI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
PANDURANG PAlI & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and prayer for interimrelief and
of fice report )

Date: 06/07/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
M. Devadatt Kamat, Adv.
M. Ntin Lonkar, Adv.
M. Rauf Rahi m Adv.
For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

It is unfortunate that though there is a stay order
since March, 2007 whereby Report of the Conm ssioner is not
acted upon by the concerned court, petitioner has failed to
confirm service upon sonme of the unserved respondents. The
fact remains that even before H gh Court some of the
respondents though served had not appeared and Hi gh Court
had di spensed with the notices upon sone of the respondents
whil e deciding the Wit Petition No. 2193 of 2005. In view of
such fact
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petitioner should have taken resource of Suprene Court

Rules. It seens that natter is pending for service since 2007
may be because of the interimorder in favour of the
petitioner.

Repeatedly, time was granted by Court of Registrar
to confirm service upon unserved respondent. Petitioner has
failed to take appropriate steps for confirmng service upon
unserved respondent including service through the Tria
Court or service by affixing at the given address, but on given
occasions petitioner has failed to pay process fee in tine. By
order dated 23rd January, 2009; in view of non-paynment of
process fee; Court of Registrar has directed to list the matter
bef ore Hon' bl e Judge i n Chanbers.

Unfortunately records shows that action has not
been taken from 23rd January, 2009 to 5th April, 2011 i.e. nore
than one year, when Court of Registrar has granted tinme to
take fresh steps to serve unserved respondent. Even
thereafter for the last three nonths petitioner has not taken
any step.
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In view of such facts no further tinme can be granted
by this court to the petitioner. Petitioner has to serve
unserved respondent by appropriate node. For the purpose, if
requested and if process fee and additional copies are filed
before 13th July, 2011; office has to issue additional dasti
service else list before the Hon’ ble Judge in Chambers for non-
prosecuti on.

(S. G Shah)
Regi strar



