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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

What gets reveal ed from perusal of the office report is
that the original record has been received fromthe concerned Hi gh
Court and is avail abl e in this Regi stry for ref erence of
Hon’ bl e Court. The office report further states that the appellant
inall the matters and the Respondent No.1 in C A Nos. 517 and 522
of 2009, Respondent No.2 in C A Nos. 533, 534 and 536 of 2009 and
Respondent No. 1 in CA  No. 1375 of 2009 have already filed
statement of case.
The office report proceeds to state that respondent No.4
in CA No.518 of 2009, Respondent Nos. 1-3 in CA No. 519/2009,
Respondent Nos. 1-4 in CA No. 520/2009 and Respondent Nos. 1-3 in
CA No. 527/2009, Respondent No.3 in CA No. 518, 519, 520, 521, 523
and 524 of 2009, Respondent No.4 in CA Nos. 523, 525 and 526 of
2009, Respondent No.3 in CA No. 534/2009, Respondent No.3 in CA No.
536/ 2009, Respondent No.1 in appeal arising out of WA Nos. 2528

2594 and 2595 of 2005 in CA No. 533 of 2009, Respondent No.2 in CA

t he

t he

No. 534 of 2009, respondent No. 2 in CA No. 536 of 2009 Respondent

No.1l in CA No. 534/2009, Respondent No.1l in CA No.536/2009 have not
filed their statement of case although they were notified to do so
on 2.5.2011. Order XIX Rule 32 of the Suprene Court Rules, 2013

provides that if the respondent has
-3-

ent ered appearance and does not file a statement of case within the
time as provi ded in sub-rul e (1) (i.e. 35 days) it shal | be
presuned that he does not desire to | odge the sane. In view of the
rule position cited above no further opportunity for filing the
statenent of case is warranted to be given to the said respondents.
The office report further states t hat the  other
respondents have been served but no one has entered appearance on
their behal f. Vi ewed thus, the matters shall be processed for

listing before the Hon’ bl e Court under the rules.
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