BEFORE THE MADURAI BENCH OF MADRAS HIGH COURT
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Petition praying that in the circumstances stated therein and
in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court will be pleased to
condone delay in filing 57 days in the restoration petition order
dated 22.08.2017 and thus render justice.

PRAYER IN AS No.685 of 2004:

to prefers the above memorandum of grounds of regular appeal
against the Judgment and Decree dated 24.12.2003 in 0.S.No.134 of
1991 on the file of the Principal Subordinate Court, Tiruchirapalli

ORDER : This petition coming on for orders upon perusing the
petition and the affidavit filed in support thereof and upon hearing
the arguments of M/S.I.VELPRADEEP, Advocate for the petitioner and
of respondent not appearing either in person or by an Advocate, the
court made the following order:-

This petition has been filed to condone the delay in filing 57
days in the restoration petition order dated 22.08.2017.

2. The suit was filed for the relief of permanent injunction,
recovery of possession. The suit was decreed and the Trial Court has
directed that the construction made by the defendants have to be
removed and possession has to be handedover to the plaintiff and the
suit was decreed on 24.12.2003, against which, the first appeal was
preferred by the defendants 2 and 4 to 9 and the first appeal was
dismissed for non-prosecution.

3. In view of the representation made by the counsel and also
perusal of records the appeal was dismissed only on non-appearance
of the appellants on several adjournments. It was found that the
appellants were not interested to prosecute the matter.

4. Accordingly, this petition is allowed on payment of cost of
Rs.1,000/-(Rupees One Thousand Only) to the Legal Aid Service
Authority, attached to this Bench, within a period of two weeks from
the date of receipt of a copy of this order, failing which, this
petition shall automatically be dismissed without further reference
to this Court.

sd/-
25/01/2018
/ TRUE COPY /

Sub-Assistant Registrar (C.S.)
Madurai Bench of Madras High Court,
Madurai - 625 023.
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