@ TEM NO. 19 REG STRAR COURT. 1 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). 814 OF 2011

VI JAYARANGAM | NDUVATI & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
VEERAPPACHETTI LI NGA SWAMY & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay and office report )
W TH
T.P.(C NO 820 of 2011
(Wth office report)
Date: 13/12/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
For Petitioner(s)
M s Ml avi ka G Adv.
M. Sureshan P., Adv.
For Respondent (s)
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
The 1d. Advocate for the petitioner has pointed out
that unserved respondents are co-plaintiff before the Tria
Court and notices could not be served upon them though sane
is served upon other respondents at the same address. In view
of such fact, let there be fresh notice which is to be
forwarded for service upon the unserved respondents through
the concerned Trial Court- to which stay order is forwarded-
with the specific direction to the Process Server to serve

the notice upon the unserved respondent (who is the

plaintiff before that Court in pending litigation) either
t hrough the | earned Advocate appearing for such litigant or

even by affixing the sane at the address disclosed before
-2-

Item No. 19

that Court in the petition filed by the present respondent,

since he could not be served by regular notice.

| f any r espondent is not f ound at t he

regi stered



address and failed to disclose his/her correct address, in the
matter which is pending before that Court, then that Court
shal | take appropriate steps, as per Code of Civil Procedure.
Process fee and spare copi es to
7.1.2012.
If not paid, |ist before the Hon' bl e Judge in Chanbers
for non-prosecution agai nst unserved respondent.

If paid, issue notice as per above order

The Tri al Court can al so confirm
fol |l owi ng advocat es in view  of st at enent
(Annex. P/ 1 at Page Nos. 12-24)itsel f t hat

service of sumons and notices on the plaintiffs is that of
their counsel M s Y Nageswar a Rao
K. R V. Bhadra Raju, G M Basha and R Vi swanat ham Advocat es,
Kaki nada.

The I d. Advocate has filed counter affidavit in TP(C)
No. 814/2011 but there is no vakal atnama. If they so desire,
they may file it. If vakalatnama is filed, registry has to
verify the record and docunent shal | be

wi t hout fail
Li st again on 1.2.2012
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