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K. T. CHITRASIRI J.

Registrar of this Court has sent a notice under registered cover to the
Plaintiff-Respondent informing him that this matter would be taken up for
argument today. The said letter had been returned with the endorsement that
the person to whom it was addressed to, is not found at the given address. The
said notice had been sent to the address given in the petition of appeal as well

as in the plaint. Hence, argument is taken up in his absence.
Heard Counsel for the Appellant in support of this appeal.

The grounds of appeal referred to in the petition of appeal is the legality
of the adoption of the Plaintiff-Respondent. Learned District Judge has

considered this question of adoption of the Plaintiff-Respondent referring to the
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document marked 2V(1) namely the adoption order in respect of the Plaintiff-
Respondent. Accordingly, the Learned District Judge has decided that the
Plaintiff hadvbee;l adopted in terms of the law. I do not see any error when he
decided that the Plaintiff-Respondent was adopted legally, relying upon the
said document marked 2V(1). Therefore the aforesaid grounds of appeal fails.
At this stage learned Counsel also submits that he is not pursuing the said

ground of appeal.

For the aforesaid reasons, this appeal is dismissed without costs.

Appeal dismissed.
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