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M P. STATE ROAD TRANSPORT CORP. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

MANQJ KUMAR & ANR Respondent ( s)

W TH

C. A No. 4438/2009

C. A No. 4439/2009

C. A No. 4440/ 2009

C. A No. 4441/2009

C. AL No. 4442/ 2009

C. A. No. 4443/2009

C. A No. 4445/2009

C. A No. 4446/2009

(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 18/ 02/ 2015 This appeal was called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER
The office report i ndi cates t hat t he Ld. counsel for

appel l ants have already filed the statenment of case in all the
matters. The office report further is that the Ld.counsel for the

t he



appearing respondents have failed to file the statenent of case

al t hough t hey have been notified to do SO by notice
18.12. 2009 of this Registry. Oder XIX Rule 32 of the
Court Rul es, 2013 provi des t hat if t he r espondent has
appear ance and does not file a statenent of case within the tine,
as provided in Sub Rule(l) (i.e. 35 days) it shall be presuned that
he does not desire to | odge the sane.

In vi ew of t he rule position cited above, all the matters

nunbered above, shall be processed for listing before the Hon ble
Court under the rules.
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