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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

BEFORE THE REG STRAR M K HANJURA

G vil Appeal No('s) . 8191- 8193/ 2011

M S HEMADRI ENTERPRI SES Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

STATE OF A . P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

W TH

C. A No. 8194/2011

C. A. No. 8195/2011

C. A No. 8196-8199/2011

C. A No. 8203/2011

C. A No. 8204-8206/2011

C. A No. 6614/2012

C. A. No. 6615/2012

C. A No. 6616/2012

vt Cffice Report)

E;.

Date : 12/05/2015 These appeals were called on for hearing today.
For Appell ant(s)
M. C. Bal akri shna, Adv.

N. Raghupat hy, Adv.
Anam ka, Adv.
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For Respondent (s)
Ms. C. K Sucharita, Adv.

M. D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

Cvil Appeal Nos.6614, 6615 & 6612/2012

Signature Not Verified
The office report is that the Ld.counsel for the parties

Digitally signed by
Sushma Kumari Baj aj

already filed the statement of case in all these matters nunbered
Date: 2015.05. 14
16:09: 14 I ST
Reason:

above. Viewed thus the sane shall be processed for listing before
the Hon’ ble Court on its own turn.
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G vil Appeal Nos.8195/2011
The office report is that the Ld.counsel for the appellant
has failed to file the statenent of case, although he has been
notified to do so by letter dated 16. 01. 2013 of this Registry. The
of fice report further is that the Ld.counsel for the respondent has
already filed the statement of case. Order XIX Rule 32 of the
Suprenme Court Rul es, 2013 provi des t hat if the appell ant does

have



not file a statement of case within the time, as provided for in
sub rule (1), it shall be presumed that the appellant has adopted
the Iist of dates/synopsis containing chronology of events as filed

at the tine of presentation of petition for seeki ng speci al
| eave to appeal (SLP)/ appeal , as st at enent of case, and does not
desire to file any further statenent of case.

In vi ew of t he rule position cited above, the matter shal

be processed for listing before the Hon' ble Court under the rules.

Cvil Appeal Nos.8194, 8196-8199/2011
The office report is that Ld.counsel for the appellant and the
Ld. counsel for the respondents have failed to file the statenent of
case, although they have been notified to do so by letter dated
16. 01. 2013 of this Registry. Oder XIX Rule 32 of the Supr eme
Court Rul es, 2013 provi des that if the appellant does not file a
statenent of case within the tine, as provided for in sub rule (1),
it shall be presuned that the appellant has adopted the list of
dat es/ synopsi s contai ning chronol ogy of events as filed at the tine

of presentation of petition for seeki ng speci al | eave to
appeal (SLP)/ appeal, as statement of case, and does not desire to

file any further statenent of case. The order further provides

that if the respondent has entered appearance and does not file a

statement of case within the time, as provided in Sub Rule(l) (i.e.
35 days) it shall be presuned that he does not desire to | odge the

sare.
In vi ew of t he rule position cited above, the matter shal
be processed for listing before the Hon' ble Court under the rules.
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Cvil Appeal Nos.8191-8193, 8203, 8204-8206/2011

The office report i ndi cates t hat t he Ld. counsel for t he
appel | ant has al r eady filed t he st at enment of case. The of fice
report further is t hat t he Ld. counsel for t he respondent s has
failed to file the statenent of case although he has been notified
to do so by letter dated 16. 01. 2013 of this Registry. Oder Xl X
Rul e 32 of the Suprenme Court Rul es, 2013 provides that if the
respondent has entered appearance and does not file a statenent of
case within the tine, as provided in Sub Rule(1) (i.e. 35 days) it
shal | be presuned that he does not desire to | odge the sane.

In vi ew of t he rule position cited above, the matter shal

be processed for listing before the Hon' ble Court under the rules.

(M K HANJURA)
Regi strar
SB



