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SLP(C) No. 7510 OF 2001
| TEM No. 43 Court No. 10 SECTION XI'T A

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.7510/2001

(From the judgenent and order dated 01/12/2000 in CRP 4750/ 2000
of The H GH COURT OF A P AT HYDERABAD)

AVI K PHARMACEUTI CALS LTD. Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
VASUD PHARMACEUTI CALS LTD. Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

Date : 03/08/ 2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE M B. SHAH
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R P. SETH
For Petitioner (s) M. G Ranmakrishna Prasad, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. E Phani Kumar, Adv.
M's. Sudha Qupta, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
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Leave granted.
The appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order wth
no order as to costs.
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(D. L. Chugh) (K. K. Chadha)
Court Master Court Master
Signed order is placed on the file
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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO 5032 CF 2001@@

6660000006060 0000066000000600:
(Arising out of SLP(C) No.7510 of 2001)
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Avi k Pharmaceuticals Ltd. ... .Appel I ant

VERSUS
Vasud Pharrmaceutical s Ltd. ... .Respondent
O R D E R@
Cccceeccee
L....... I To...... T....... T....... T....... T J

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.
Leave granted.

Respondent filed a summary suit for recovering Rs. 24
| akhs on the ground of supply of raw materials for
appel lant’s Company. Appellant filed an application for

| eave to defend which was rejected by the trial court. The
Hi gh Court also dismissed the revision application filed by
the appellant. That order is challenged by filing this

appeal by special |eave.

Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that
considering the dispute involved in the mtter and the
contention of the appellant that the goods supplied were
defective and other issues involved in the matter, this was a
fit case for grant of leave to defend and in any case on
conditions. He subnmitted that if |leave to defend is granted,
appel lant would deposit Rs.12 lakhs on or before 31st
Cct ober, 2001 before the trial court.

Considering the facts and i ssues involved, the
i mpugned order passed by the Hi gh Court confirming the order
passed by the trial court refusing to grant |eave to defend
is set aside. Leave to defend is granted on the condition
that the appellant will deposit before the trial Court Rs.12
| akhs on or before 31st October, 2001. On failure to deposit
the said amount the order passed by the High Court as well as
by the trial court would stand restored. The appeal is
al | omed accordingly with no order as to costs.
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New Del hi ,

August 3, 2001



