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Case called on.    

On behalf of applicant, counsel Sri Vivek Shukla appeared. Respondent is absent.  

The record reveals that on behalf of respondent no.1, counsel Sri Siddharth Nandwani has 

put in appearance but today he failed to appear. No one is present on behalf of respondent 

no.2-M/s Vyom Infrastructure and Project Private Limited.  

Counsel for the applicant submitted that he has sent notice to respondent no.2, by 

registered post, through e-mail as well as by dasti, but from the perusal of record, it 

appears that service of notice by dasti cannot be said to be effective because it has not been 

signed by any witness. Counsel for the applicant requested for publication of notice upon 

the respondent no.2. 

Let notice be issued to respondent no.2-M/s Vyom Infrastructure & Project Private 

Limited by publication in the Newspaper Dainik Jagran / Amar Ujala, having circulation at 

Gautam Budh Nagar and Delhi as well. Step be taken within 20 days.  

List on 16.04.2021 for further order.  

K.K. Jain)                           (T.B. Singh) 



Dated: 17.03.2021 
AAMIR 

After passing the order Sri Siddharth Nandwani, learned counsel for the respondent 
no.1 appeared 


