Li sted on 29.08. 2013
Ld. Registrar Court No. 2
I tem No. 4
SECTI ON Xl |
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

PETITION FOR SPECIAL LEAVE TO APPEAL(CIVIL)No. 21825 of 2006, 9406
17715, 17720, 17717, 12619, 17232, 16892, 14922, 24068, 19882, 19883
of 2007, 6307 of 2008, 20013, 19877 of 2007and 6443-6444 of 2009 and

15536 of 2007
W TH
| NTERLOCUTORY APPLI CATION NO 1
(Application for condonation of delay in filing SLP(C) No. 21825 of
2006, 9406, 17715, 17720, 17717, 12619, 14922, 24068 of 2007 and 6307
of 2008)
W TH
| NTERLOCUTORY APPLI CATION NO. 6
(Application for direction in SLP(C) No. 21825 of 2006)
AND
PRAYER FOR | NTERI M RELI EF

Union of India & Os. .. Petitioners
ver sus

A. Suguna & Os. .. . Respondent s
OFFl CE REPORT

The nmatters above nentioned were listed before the Ld.
Registrar's Court on 16th July, 2013 when the followi ng order was
passed: -

“In SLP(C)N0.6443- 6444/ 2009 Ld. counsel for the petitioner is directed
to take fresh steps against unserved respondent No. 2.
In SLP(C)No. 14922/2007 Ld. counsel for the petitioner is
directed to take fresh steps agai nst unserved respondent
No. 5, 9, 14,17, 20 and 22. If steps are taken, issue
notice. Await.
List the matters on 29.8.2013.”
SLP(C) No. 21825 of 2006
It is submtted that counsel for the petitioner has not filed
fresh address of unserved respondent and also not filed process fee
and spare copies of the special |eave petition, hence, show cause
notice could not be issued to unserved respondent Nos. 10, 12 to 13,

16 to 18, 21 to 26, 28, 30 to 33, 37, 43, 47 and 54. Hence, service



is inconplete in respect of 10, 12 to 13, 16 to 18, 21 to 26, 28, 30
to 33, 37, 43, 47 and 54.
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SLP(C) Nos. 9406, 17715, 17720, 17717, 12619, 17232, 16892, 24068,
19877, 19882, 19883 of 2007, 6307 of 2008, 20013 and 15536 of 2007
It is submtted that srvice of notice is conplete in Il the

above nentioned matters.
SLP(C) No. 14922 of 2007

It is submtted that counsel has not filed process fee and spare
copies for effecting service on Respondent Nos. 5, 9, 14, 17, 20 and
22. Service of notice is inconplete.
SLP(C) Nos. 6443-6444 of 2009

It is submtted that in view of the order dated 16th July, 2013

counsel for the petitioner has not taken any steps in respect of
respondent No. 2. Hence, show cause notice could not be issued.

The matters above nentioned are listed before the Ld.
Registrar's Court wth this office report.

Dated this, the 27th day of August, 2013
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