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53l A Sy dl HYR sl AIS A,
arglual 3 uoei-l A5E121 2% AU 9,
1)AIR 2002 DELHI 345 Kisshan Bharwany Vs V.P.Aggarwal

CivilP.C.( 5 of 1908) O.37 R.3-Plaintiff when entitled to judgement -Defendant in
circumstances presumed to be served with summons for judgment -Failure of defendant
to apply for judgment -Failure of defendant to apply for judgment within prescribed time-
Plaintifff held, entitled to judgment under O.37, R.3(6).

2)AIR 2002 BOMBAY 32, Qil and Natural Gas Corpo.ltd.Vs State Bank of India

Civil PC. (5 of 1908) 0O.37 R.3(5)-Bombay High court original side rules (1957).
R.221(2)-Summary suit-Unconditional leave to defend-Grant of , by High court-Supreme
Court in appeal while vecating order granting unconditinal leave, has dismissed
application filed by defendant for leave to defend-In circumstances, it would be wholly in
-appropriate to read judgment of supreme court as meaning that there was a remand to
the High Court for fresh consideration of whether defendnat should be granted leave to
defendd suit-Thus Defendant would not be entitled to leave to defend-Consequrntly

plaintiff should be entitled to judgment and decree, especially in circumstances of case.
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