SLP(C) No. 13019 OF 2001

| TEM No. 202 Court No. 9 SECTI ON Xl |
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.13019/2001
(From the judgenent and order dated 16/10/2000 in STA 2/96
of The H GH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

G L. AHAMED & ORS. Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
ASST. SETTLEMENT OFFI CER & ORS. Respondent (s)
(Wth prayer for interimrelief)(OQR)

( For Final Disposal )
Date : 26/09/2003 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. G BALAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. SRI KRI SHNA
For Petitioner (s) M. S. Sivasubramani an, Sr. Adv.

M. T. Harish Kumar, Adv.

Rakesh K. Sharma, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
S. Mural i dhar, Adv.

P. N. Ramal i ngam Adv.
V. Bal aj i, Adv.

Ss% %

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
Heard the | earned counsel for the parties
for ten m nutes.

The appeal is disposed of.

( Y.P. Dhanija ) (Veera Verma )
AR- cum PS Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file.

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 8120 OF 2003
(arising out of SLP(C) No. 13019/2001)

G L. Ahaned & Os.

APPELLANT (S)



VERSUS

Asst. Settlenent Oficer & Os.

RESPONDENT ( S)

ORDER

Leave granted.
Heard the | earned counsel for the parties.

The appellants herein filed an appeal before the Hi gh Court of Madras. During the pendency of
the appeal, the first appellant filed an application to produce additional docunents. The fi
rst appellant sought leave to file a Transfer Certificate of his wife. Respondents in the app
eal contended that the docunent sought to be produced was fal se and fabricated docunent and th
e sane shall not be allowed to cone on record. The Court took notice of the fact and held th
at as the appellant had produced fal se and fabricated docunents, the appeal itself was l|liable

to be di sm ssed. Aggri eved by the sane, the present appeal has been preferred.
The counsel for the appellants subnits that the appellants are not relying on the Transfer Cer
tificate produced and that is recorded. W are also told that the
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appel l ant No.1 and appellant No.7 are being prosecuted in a crimnal court for allegedly fabri

cating these docunents. That nmatter is pending before the crimnal court. Having regard to t
he facts and circunstances of the case, we renit the matter to the H gh Court and we request t
he High Court to dispose of the appeal on nerits, ignoring the alleged fal se docunent produced
by the appellant as additional docunents.

The appeal is disposed of.

( B.N. SRI KRI SHNA )
New Del hi ,
Sept enber 26, 2003.



