D407 dnsu

e ———— LD

O

f()f<

i

Ll 'q > P -
1 7049 zsci I Do el l

~ '1\ (]
ROy =<
IS LUTRWGT V*Q-'?(‘J"’

2232, £32a
< B =nnd
~n ~< 9«,\ L5,
CEC* ol To PRI P 233,86 Hewn
VAR \ :
13 9 o'>% 3,08, -

| b
2 ey o mg I . 9
*SHD80, 0suyS, S heen
A 2 2R
"’OC) 13‘2 . s :‘CO:/ Jo n
. EAR

L ] ~»
Zodnmas/ v92drons; .

o

- .

0

3‘5 l}?o\iﬂ .




CA797/98(F) DC(Maho)2832/M

Before : Anil Gooneratne, J
Counsel : Appellant and Respondent absent and unrepresented.
Decided on : 02.02.2012

Anil Gooneratne, J

This matter came up before this court on 17.11.2011 both parties were absent and
unrepresented. Registrar’s minute indicates that the brief fees have not been deposited by
the appellant. Accordingly this court directed the Registrar to issue 13(b) notice on the
appellant as well as the registered attorney. The said notice has been dispatched by the
Registrar of this Court on 23.11.2011 to the appellant and his registered attorney as well
as the respondents. Notice dispatch in the appellant has been returned with the
endorsement. There is no such person resident in the given address. This sent to the
respondent there is no endorsement has provide the notice has been returned. However,
notices dispatched to the respective registered attorneys has not been returned. Perusal of
the docket court cannot find any information with regard to any change of address. In
these circumstances, it appears to this court have failed to exercise due diligence to
prosecute this appeal. This court acting in terms of Rule 13(b) and 34 of the Supreme

Court Rules has no alternative, but reject this appeal. Appeal dismissed. No costs.
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