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ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 1090-1099 OF 2011
BEFORE THE REG STRAR SUNI L THOVAS

T. NADU ELECT. BOARD Appel lant (s)
VERSUS
T. NADU SPG. M LLS ASSCCI ATI ON & ANR ETC. Respondent ( s)

WTH G vil Appeal NO 2859 of 2011
(Wth office report)

Cvil Appeal NO 3171 of 2011
(Wth office report)

Cvil Appeal NO 3453 of 2011
(Wth office report)

Date: 03/08/2012 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.
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Item No. 60 D2

M. Rakesh K. Sharnmm, Adv.
M. G Unmapat hy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

It is seen that in few of the cases service is inconplete. However,
counsel for the parties submt that these are appeals inter se and cross



appeal s and sone of the parties who are unserved are either the served
respondents or the appellants in some of the cases. Ofice to verify
that any of the unserved respondent is either served as respondent or
appeared through a counsel as appellant in any of the cases so that
service can be deened as conplete against such of the unserved
respondents. Put up with conprehensive office report on 19.9.2012.
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