M/s. SR Polymers vs M/s. Watertec (India) Pvt. Ltd., 1.A.No.8 of 2025 in C.0.S.No.28 of 2025

IN THE COURT OF JUDGE, COMMERCIAL COURT
(DISTRICT JUDGE CADRE), COIMBATORE

Present:  Thiru. K.Hariharan, M.L.,
Judge,
Commercial Court (District Judge Cadre),
Coimbatore.

Tuesday, the 2nd Day of December, 2025

I.A. No.8 of 2025
in

C.0.S. No.28 of 2025
[CNR No.TNCB22-000062-2025]

M/s. S.R Polymers,
Rep by its Partners, ... Petitioner / Defendant
/' Vs /]

M/s. Watertec (India) Pvt. Ltd.,
Rep. by its Authorized Signatory, Mr. Mathew Job ... Respondent / Plaintiff

The petition came up for final hearing before me on 26.11.2025 in the
presence of Thiru.S.Raveendran, Advocate for the petitioner / defendant and
Tmt. A.R.Poorvaja and Thiru.S.R.Iyalpari, Advocates for the respondent /
plaintiff and upon perusing the records, hearing enquiry on both sides and
having stood over for consideration till this date, this court doth passed the
following:-

ORDER
The petition has been filed by the petitioner / defendant seeking to file

additional written statement under Order VIII Rule 9 of C.P.C.
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2. The petition averments which are found essential for the

disposal of the petition is that:-

The petitioner is the defendant in the present proceedings and the
petitioner has already filed their written statement in the present suit and submit
that certain details were not furnished by the petitioner / defendant by oversight
and seeks to file them by filing the additional written statement and sought for to
allow this petition.

3. The respondent / plaintiff on the other hand have submitted no

objection and have also made the endorsement to that effect.

4.  Point for consideration:-

Whether the petition could be allowed?
Point:-

5.  This petition has been filed at the stage before commencement of
evidence or before commencement of vital proceedings in the present suit.
Morefully the defendant have also filed several documents along with additional
written statement. Earlier the written statement have been filed by the petitioner
on 12.09.2025 and it is almost after two months the present petition has been
filed by the petitioner. Considering that the parties are to be parted with
substantial justice and the petition is filed at the earlier stage of the suit

proceedings, the petition is considered to be allowed.
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6. In the result the petition is allowed. No Costs.

Dictated to the Steno-Typist, computerized by him directly, Corrected and

Pronounced by me, on the 2nd Day of December 2025.

List of Witnesses and Documents:- Nil
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