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SLP(C) No. 14135 OF 2000

| TEM NO. 38 Court No. 7 SECTI ON | VA
AN MATTER
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.14135/2000

(From the judgenent and order dated 30/10/1998 in RSA 598/96

of The HI GH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

B. C. MARULA S| DDAPPA & ORS. Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

RUDRA MURTHY & ORS. Respondent (s)
(Wth prayer for interimrelief)
Date : 19/02/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
M SRA

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A P.
CE B.N. AGRAWAL

HON BLE MR, JUSTI

For Petitioner (s) M. S. K Kul karni, Adv.
M. Vijay Kunmar, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. R S. Hegde, Adv.
M. P.P. Singh, Adv.
M. Sonrsan Shar ne, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
L....... L....... I To...... To...... To...... To...... To...... J
SP2
Leave granted.
The appeal is disposed of. Costs on the parties.
. SP1
(Ganga Thakur) (V. P. Tyagi)
P.S.to Registrar 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. 1334 OF 2001 @@
EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE




(Arising out of SLP(C) No. 14135/2000)

B.C. Marul a Siddappa & O's. ... Appel | ants.
VERSUS
Rudra Murthy & Ors. ... Respondent s
O R D E R@@
Cccceececce
........ [ o [

. SP1

Leave granted.

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

The notice itself was issued linmted on the
question whether the High Court is right in setting aside
the concurrent findings of two courts below wthout
fram ng any substantial question of |aw as required under
Section 100. It is not in dispute in the present case
the H gh Court has not franmed any substantial question of
| aw nor decided. Accordingly, the inpugned order of the
H gh Court dated 30th Cctober, 1996 is unsustainable and
the same is quashed. The case is remanded back to the
High Court for deciding afresh after considering whether
any substantial question of law arises or not and if it
arises, nust frame the sanme and dispose it of in

1 2:
accordance wth Jlaw after giving opportunity to the
parties to be heard.
Wth the said observation the present appeal is
di sposed of. Costs on the parties.

New Del hi, J
February 19, 2001. (B. N. AGRAWAL)



