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 Mr M.F.Philip, Adv.
                     Ms. Liz Mathew,Adv.
                     Ms. T. Anamika,Adv.
                     Mr Prashant Mathur, Adv.
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Mr P Venkat Reddy, Adv.
 Mr Sumanth Nookala, Adv.

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

Service of notice of lodgement of petition of appeal

is complete. 

Original record returned back to the concerned Court

as per directions. 

Statement of case has not been filed. Time stipulated

for  the  purpose  has  expired.  It  is  presumed  that  the

synopsis or list of dates already submitted is considered

as correct. Registry to process the matter to list before

the Hon'ble Court, as per rules.

                                         (RACHNA GUPTA)
                                            Registrar
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