"I TEM NO 74 COURT NO R-2 SECTI ON XVI A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
BEFORE THE REG STRAR S. G SHAH
TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL.) NO(s). 70 OF 2006
N. SHANTI PRI YA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
P. RAMESH KUVAR REDDY Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay,perm ssion to place addl. docunents on record
and office report)

Date: 17/05/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)
M. Venkat eswara Rao Anunol u, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Addi tional notice be issued and forwarded to the Fanily
Court, Jabal pur, M P. with ref erence to Case No. 3240/ 2005
filed on 14th Cctober, 2005 for service upon t he unserved
respondent .

It is disclosed that the respondent is serving in the
police force and is being transferred to different places,
hence, it is difficult for the petitioner to find out his
present address.

But , in any case, it is t he duty of t he litigant

di scl ose t he pr oper addr ess bef ore t he concer ned court

where the litigation is filed by them

.2/ -



tc70/ 2006

Si nce pr esent r espondent has preferred Case

No. 3240/ 2005 bef ore t he Fam |y Court, Jabal pur, it is hi s

duty to disclose the proper and correct address before such
court where he is represented through sone advocate.

In view  of such fact, if t he trial court could
serve the notice of this Court upon the present respondent,
because of non- di scl osure of pr oper addr ess, bei ng
petitioner in Case No. 3240/ 2005 bef ore such court, t hen
such fact shoul d be reported to this Court. In such
ci rcunst ances, t he Fam |y Court, Jabal pur has to t ake
appropriate st eps agai nst such non- di scl osure of pr esent
and pr oper addr ess by t he petitioner, bei ng r espondent
herein, and to report to this Court before the next date.

Furt her addi ti onal notice al so be served t hr ough t he
advocate of the respondent, who has filed Case No. 3240/ 2005

and is representing the respondent before the trial court.

Such addi ti onal notice is al | owed to be t aken by t he
petitioner as dasti notice. However, in that case, Ofice

has to intimte this or der to t he trial court t hr ough
letter.

List the matter on 10th August, 2007.

(S. G SHAH)
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