f1 TEM NO 34 COURT NO R-2 SECTION Xl I A

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
BEFORE THE REG STRAR S. G SHAH
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).13752/2006

(From the judgnment and order dated 21/02/2006 in A No.1227/2001
of The H GH COURT OF A P AT HYDERABAD)

P. PADVAVATHAMVA & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
P. SHAKUNTALAMVA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions and prayer for interimrelief)

Date: 14/02/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

For Petitioner(s) M. Anil Kumar Tandal e, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. S.K Sabharwal, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

In view of the facts disclosed in Annexure-P6 on page
66 being a judgnent in Original Suit No.16 of 1997 by the
Addi ti onal Seni or Gvil Judge at Kur nool dat ed 29t h
Decenber, 2000 and cause title in t he i mpunged order in
Appeal No. 1227 of 2001 before the Hi gh Court of Judicature,
Andhr a Pradesh at Hyder abad, it is poi nt ed out by t he

Advocat e for Respondent Nos.1 and 2 that Respondent Nos. 3,

4 and 5 in the present Speci al Leave Petition had not
cont est ed t he sui t si nce in t he Ori gi nal Sui t or der was
passed ex-parte agai nst them and even in t he Hi gh Court

t hey have not appeared.

.2/ -



. 2.
However, when the mat t er was listed for admi ssion
before the Hon ble Court, M. Deepak Rao, |earned Advocate
has made a statenent regardi ng accept ance of notice on

behal f of all the respondents, i.e. Respondent Nos. 1 to 5.

Now by interim application No. 1 of 2006 dat ed 13th

Decenber, 2006, Advocate for the respondents has prayed for

a direction to issue fresh notice to Respondent Nos. 3, 4

and 5 stating that because of sone comuni cation gap, nore

particularly st at us regardi ng appear ance on behal f of al

t he respondents, t hey have made a statenent to appear
behal f of al | t he respondent s but in fact t hey are

i nstructed by Respondent Nos.1 and 2 only to appear in this

matter.

In view of non- appear ance and ex-party orders agai nst
Respondent  Nos. 3, 4 and 5 by the trial court as well as
Hi gh Court in this Special Leave Petition, notice to them
may not be necessary. However, both the | earned Advocates
have agreed that to avoid any difficulty in future, let the
Respondent Nos. 3, 4 and 5 may be served with noti ce.
I ssue fresh notice by Registered Post A D Dasti service,
in addition, is allowed, as prayed for

List the matter on 21st March, 2007

(S. G SHAH)

Regi strar



