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| TEM NO. 29 COURT NO. 6 SECTION XI | A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).10181/2012

(From the judgenent and order(s) in SA No. 1538/ 2007dat ed 28- NOV- 11
of The HI GH COURT OF A. P AT HYDERABAD)
R V. SRI NI VASA RAO Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
R PRAKASH RAO & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

Dat e: 09/ 04/ 2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHVI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SUDHANSU JYOTI MJUKHOPADHAYA

For Petitioner(s) M. Ananga Bhattacharyya, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. V. Pattabhiram Vadrevu, Adv.
M. M Vijaya Bhaskar, Adv. (Not present)

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Thi s petition is directed agai nst j udgnent dat ed
28.11.2011 of the learned Single Judge of the Andhra Pradesh
H gh Court whereby he dismi ssed the second appeal filed by
the petitioner and upheld the judgnent and decree passed by
the trial Court and the | ower appellate Court.
We have heard | earned counsel for the petitioner and

perused the record.
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In our view, the concurrent finding recorded by the
trial Court and the | ower appellate Court that agreenent Ex.
A-1 entered into between the petitioner and respondent No.1
to mani pul ate the price for purchase of the property which
was auctioned in furtherance of the decree passed in OS

No. 198/ 1983 was ultra vires Section 23 of the Contract Act



and the |l earned Single Judge of the Hi gh Court did not

commit any error by refusing to entertain the second appeal
because no subst anti al question of |law arose for
consi deration by the Hi gh Court.

The special |eave petition is di sm ssed.

(Parveen Kr.Chaw a) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



