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Date : 25/11/2014 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

For Appellant(s) M . Par deep Dahi ya, adv.
Ms Shiel Sethi, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M . K. K. Mahal i k, adv.

M. Jagjit Singh Chhabra, Adv.

Ms. Kanmal deep Qul ati, Adv.

Appel | ant (s)

Respondent ( s)

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng

ORDER
The office report i ndi cates t hat t he Ld. counse

for t he

appel l ant and the respondent No.1 have already filed the statenent

of case. The office report further is that the respondent Nos. 2 &

3 have failed to file the statenent of case although they were

notified to do so by notice dated 10. 05. 2012 of the Registry.

O der XIX Rule 32 of the Supreme Court Rul es, 2013 provides that if

t he r espondent has ent er ed appear ance 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

t he
sane.
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In vi ew of t he rul e position cited above no further
opportunity for filing the statenent of case is warranted to be
given to the said respondents. Viewed thus, the matter shall be
processed for listing before the Hon' ble Court under the rules.
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