"I TEM NO 2 COURT NO. R-2 SECTION Xl I A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR S. G SHAH

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).19521/2005

(From t he judgenent and order dated 26/04/2005 in CS No. 7/1958 &
AT

AN No. 1409/2003 & CSA No. 1900/2005 of The HI GH COURT OF A P
HYDERABAD)
M PURNACHANDER RAO Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
NAWAB MAZAHARUDDI N KHAN (D) TH. LRS. &ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth appln(s) for permission to file additional docunents and
prayer for interimrelief and office report ))
Date: 13/11/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
For Petitioner(s)
M. Waseem Hasan Khan, Adv.
M. Shakil Ahnmed Syed, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
M. S. Madhusudaan Babu, Adv.
M. Mikesh K. Gri, Adv.
M. T.V. CGeorge , Adv
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
Address of respondent No. 4 is not disclosed from day
first as the sanme can be confirmed by | ooking to the nanes
of | egal representatives of ori gi nal r espondent No.
page 17 of t he SLP, wherein it is stated t hat
residents of Hyderabad only.
As per O der dat ed 18. 4. 20086, petitioner has

bring on record the legal representatives of deceased
respondent No. 2A. However, though nore than 6 nonths have

passed, petitioner has failed to even apply for bringing on

to
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record | egal representatives of deceased respondent No.
2A. Again by an Order dated 4.7.2006, tinme of 2 weeks was
granted in favour of the petitioner to furnish the proper

addresses of respondent No. 4A to 4F, 9A to 9D and 14 with

perm ssion to take appropriate steps for bringing on record
the I egal representatives of deceased respondent No. 2A.
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By an Order dated 18.4.2006, petitioner was pernitted
to serve the unserved respondents by dasti service.

Lear ned counsel M. Waseem  Hasan Khan appeari ng on
behal f of M. Shaki | Ahrred Syed, | ear ned counsel for t he
petitioner states that they have not taken the papers for
dasti service to unserved respondent till date i.e. for all
nore than 6 nonths

In view of t he above facts and nor e particularly
| earned counsel M. S. Madhusudaan Rao appearing on behal f
of | ear ned counsel M. Mukesh K. Gri states t hat si nce
there is an interimorder in favour of the petitioner, they
are not taking care for serving unserved respondents, the
mat t er may be listed bef ore t he Hon’ bl e Court for
appropriate orders.

Learned counsel for the petitioner is seeking further
4 weeks’ tine as a last chance to conply with the Court’s
Or der SO far as service to unserved respondents is
concerned. However, considering the tine | apsed bei ng nore
t han a year from the date of issuance of notice and nore
than 4 nonths after an Oder of dasti service, when
petitioner has not t aken any st eps to serve unserved

resondents, no further time can be granted in favour of the

petitioner for serving such unserved respondents nor e
particularly in view of the ad-interimstay in their
favour.

Ofice is directed to list t he matter bef ore t he



Hon’ bl e Court, however , petitioner

appropriate steps to serve

earlier Oder before such listing.
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