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r*AV no*1592 ®f 1987 (T) 
(W.P. HO.820 1984)

• # • •' • •Ram Lakhaa Srivastava

Versus

UBloa of iactia & Others 

26>2.199Q

Hoft'ble Justice K. Nath, V»C. 

HoB*bie Mr, K.J. Ramans A»m

Applicant,

Respowdeets*

Hotices were issued by Registered Post to the applicant 

by laajrte as weXkas to his couasei.' The ijotice issued to the
■■ z '  '  .  * > N X  -

counsel has be^»^eturaed back with the postal report that

l(e could, aot be 'fô iad despite repeated efforts. The notice

'' ' '■ ■ j  (i 
issued to the applHcaBt is presumed served but the.

petition is accordiagly dismissed for not presecutisa
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Deputy Riegistm 
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