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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

Interlocutory Application has been filed seeking
permission to bring on record the legal representatives of
deceased N. Dharmalingan, the original intervenor, who was
allowed to intervene in the matter pursuant to the order
dated 15" September, 2015.

Learned counsel for the applicants has brought to my
notice Rule 2(1)(o) of the Supreme Court Rules, 2013 which
says, ‘respondent’ includes an intervenor.

There is also a delay in filing the aforesaid
application for substitution of the original intervenor,
which has been satisfactorily explained. Accordingly, delay
in filing the substitution application is condoned.

For the reasons stated, application for substitution
of the legal representatives of the original intervenor is
allowed. They are allowed to intervene in the matter in
terms of original order dated 15" September, 2015.

Applications shall stand disposed of.
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