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       SECTION XII       
           IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA    
           CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION  

      
INTERLOCUTARY APPLICATION NO. D. 93710 OF 2016

(Application for direction)
IN

CIVIL APPEAL NO. 5376 OF 2015
 

Additional Director/Commissioner (Polytechnic)
Director of Technicall Education ...Appellant

                              versus
S. N. Rajan & Ors. ...Respondents

         
    OFFICE REPORT

The application for impleadment and exemption from

official translation in the matter above mentioned were

listed before the Chamber Judge on 12th April, 2017, when

His Lordship was pleased to pass the following order:-

“Learned  counsel  for  the  applicant
seeks  to  withdraw  the  application  for
impleadment.

The  application  for  impleadment  is
dismissed as withdrawn.“

It is submitted that Mr. T. R. B. Sivakumar, Advocate

had  also  filed  an  application  for  direction  alongwith

application for impleadment on behalf of applicant to be

impleaded  as  party  respodnent.  As  the  counsel  has

withdrawn the application for impleadment, a letter dated

18th  April,  2017  has  been  filed  by  the  counsel  for

withdrawal of application for direction aforesaid (a copy

of letter dated 18th April, 2017 is enclosed herewith for

kind perusal of Ld. Registrar Court).

It  is  further  submitted  that  there  are  three

respondents in the matter. Respondent No. 1 is represented

by Mr. Rakesh K. Sharma, Advocate and respondent Nos. 2

and 3 are represented by Mr. Senthil Jagadeesan, Advocate.

No statement of case on behalf of either side has been

filed in the matter.
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Service of notice is complete.

The matter above mentioned is listed before the Ld.

Registrar Court with this office report.

Dated this, the 26th day of April, 2017.

                 ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

COPY TO: Mr. M. Yogesh Kanna, Advocate
Mr. Rakesh K. Sharma, Advocate
Mr. Senthil Jagadeesan, Advocate

ac              ASSISTANT REGISTRAR



It is further submitted that counsel for the appellant has

not filed statement of case in terms of Order XIX Rule

32(2) Supreme Court Rules, 2013, and its proviso, where a

party does not file statement of case within the time

prescribed, it shall be presumed that the party does not

desire  to  file  statement  of  case  has  adopted  list  of

dates/synopsis as statement of case.


