| TEM NO 63 Court No.1 SECTI ON |

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR B. SUDHEENDRA KUNMAR

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).3527/2005

BLOSSOM Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

ABRAHAM MATHEW & ANR. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appl n(s) for substituted service and office report)

Date: 08/09/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s)

M. Sent hil Jagadeesan, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. R Sathish, Adv.

M. MT. George, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

The | ear ned counsel for t he petitioner has filed an

cation prayi ng for

ef fecting service on unserved respondent No.1l by way of publication in the newspapers.

Heard. | have al so perused the application

appl i



It is bor ne out from the application t hat t he notice co
ul d not be served on t he

above r espondent under nor nmal node  of service despite the earnest efforts
t aken in this

regard. | amsatisfied fromthe avernents in the application that notice could not be served

on the above respondent under any normal node of service. 'The New |Indian Express’ is an

English daily and ' Mal ayal a Manorama’ is a Mal ayalamdaily having wide circulation in the

pl ace of residence of the respondent. Therefore, | aminclined to allow this application with
a

further direction that the notice be

Item No. 63 -2-

served on the above respondent by affixation on his |Iast known address as well.

In the result, this application stands allowed and it is ordered that notice on

t he

above r espondent be served by publication in ’'The New I ndian Express’ and
" Mal ayal a

Manor anme’ dailies. The process for publication shall be handed over to the petitioner who

shal | file affidavit wth proof of publication along with the newspapers wthin f

our weeks.

The process for af fi xation shal | be sent from the office directly to t
he District Judge

concer ned.

Li st again on 13.10. 2006.

(B. Sudheend
ra Kumar)

Regi strar

rd






