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XA
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
BEFORE THE REG STRAR M K HANJURA
Cvil Appeal No(s). 3866/ 2010
KOKKI LI GADDA NAGA POTHARAJU VARMA Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
KOKKI LI GADDA LEELAVATHI & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(with office report)

Date : 12/09/2014 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

For Appellant(s)

For Respondent (s)

filed the statenent

S t hat

M. K L.D. S. Vinober, adv.
M. A. Subba Rao, Adv.

M. T. V. Ratnam Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER

The office report indicates that the appellant has already
of case.
What gets reveal ed from the per usal of t he file i

al t hough by order dated 21.08.13 of this Court, the Ld.counsel for

the respondents was
case, yet he has not
t he

nt has
ent ered appearance

given 35 days tinme to filing the statenent of
done the needful so far. Order XIX Rule 32 of
Suprenme Court Rul es, 2013 provides that if the responde

and does not file a statenent of case within

the tine, as provided in Sub Rule(1) (i.e. 35 days) it shall be
presuned that he does not desire to | odge the sane.
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rule position cited above no further opportunity for



the statenent of case is warranted to be given to the
respondents. Vi ewed t hus, t he matt er shal | be processed
listing before the Hon' ble Court under the rules.

(M K HANJURA)
Regi strar
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said
for



