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Petitions for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) Nos.21013-21014/2008

(From the judgnment and order dated 07/12/2007 in SA No.610/1993 and SA
No. 109/ 1994 of The H GH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
MEENAKSHI KUTTY AMVA & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

THACHU NAIR (D) BY LRS. & ORS . Respondent ( s)
(Ofice Report for directions)
Date: 13/09/2012 These Petitions were called on for directions today.
CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTI CE JAGDI SH SI NGH KHEHAR

(' N CHAMBERS)
For Petitioner(s) M. Varun Midgal , Adv.

M. Romy Chacko, Adv.
For Respondent (s)

M. A Raghunath, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
In furtherance of the office report, Ilearned counsel for

the petitioners states that service of notice on respondent No.3
may be treated as conplete as respondent Nos. 2 and 3 are one

and the same party.

In view of the statement made by the |earned counse

representing the petitioners, separate service on respondent
No. 3 is dispensed with. Service on respondent No.3 be treated as

conpl et e.
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