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              S U P R E M E          C O U R T   O F    I N D I A
                                  RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                         BEFORE THE REGISTRAR S.G. SHAH

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).1360-1361/2011

STATE OF A.P.                                                    Petitioner(s)

                     VERSUS

PONGUWALA RAJU                                    Respondent(s)
(With appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP,c/delay in refiling SLP)

Date: 25/11/2011         These      Petitions   were    called    on    for   hearing
today.

For Petitioner(s)
                         Mr. Prithvi S., Adv.
                         Mr. D. Mahesh Babu,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

            Issue fresh notice upon unserved respondent No.2.

            Dasti, in addition, is allowed.

            Petitioner      may     disclose    the    better    and    correct

address of the respondent.             Petitioner is also permitted to

confirm    service   upon     the    unserved   respondent       at    such   new

address.

            Registry has to be careful. The rule to disclose the

details of the litigant as per cause title of the impugned

order can never restrain the petitioner before this court to

file proper details of the respondents so as to confirm the

service upon such respondents at the earliest.
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            Unfortunately, in the present case, only because of

the reason that unserved respondent No.2 was in the prison

while filing the appeal before the High Court, his address was

disclosed as such in the impugned order and because of the

following the rule to disclose the same fact in the cause

title, without application of amendment, details are disclosed

as such in the memo of appeal before this court.                          The fact

remains that the High Court has acquitted such litigant and



thereby at present he is not in the prison.                         Such fact is

confirmed    by      the   learned     counsel     for        the    petitioner.

Therefore,    they    want   to     disclose     the   better       and    correct

address of such litigant.

            In addition to issuance of notice as aforesaid, let

there be an additional notice at the proper address disclosing

the Memo of Appearance as well as on page 2 of the impugned

order.

            Additional     notice    be   forwarded      to    the    Additional

Sessions Judge Ist FTC, Nalgonda with reference to Sessions

Case     No.543/2005       for    confirming      service           through    the

Investigating Agency.

            Spare copies are to be filed on or before 9.12.2011.

            If spare copies are not filed before 9.12.2011, list

before the Hon’ble Judge in Chambers for non-prosecution.
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         If spare copies are filed before 9.12.2011, issue

notice, as per the above order.

         List again on 16.1.2012.

                                             (S.G. SHAH)
                                              REGISTRAR

rd


