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12 and Hickman v.; Kent or -Romney. Marsh Sheepbreeders

Association 4. .

" It was poirited out that the Codipany’s articles of association do
not require a board résolution to commence-a'court actioni! THat the
iower - Court " thérefore erred when it expunged the Appellant’s
amended defence and counter-claim from the record. The Appellants
urged the Court to allow;the appeal with costs and that both rulings
be set aside and the amended defence and counter claim be allowed

to stand to enable the matter to be determined on the merits. .

The ‘Respondent, reacting”to' ground ‘1, ‘supported the trial
jud.g"é's' ‘holding that the failure to enter 'appearance and the
Appellants advocatés failure ‘to file' a ‘noticé of appointment as
advocates was fatal: Thatindet Ordér 11 6f the-High Court Riiles
itis mahdété'r)’r” for a party to entét appearance’ We were referred t0
the case of Rural Developnient Corporate Limited v. Bank ‘of
Credit and Commerce Lithitéd 15} where the Court héld that‘a
defendant oufht Yo enter appeararice before they can be heard.
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