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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.13128/2000

(From the judgenent and order dated 22/06/2000 in CRP 1367/00

of The H GH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

SRI NI VASA REDDY Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

KUBER SI NGH & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)
( For Final Disposal )

Date : 14/12/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SYED SHAH MOHAMVED QUADRI
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.N. VARI AVA
For Petitioner (s) M . Raj esh Mahal e, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Ms SK Kul karni, M G reesh Kunmar, Advs.
M . Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
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Leave is granted.
The appeal is allowed in terns of the signed
order. No costs.
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[ Nar esh Kunar] [ Kanwal Si ngh]

Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file.]
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Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 8158 CF 2001@@
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[Arising out of SLP(C) 13128/ 2000]

Srini vasa Reddy ... Appel I ant
Vs.
Kuber Singh & Os. ... Respondent s
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Heard the | earned counsel for the parties.

Leave is granted.

This appeal is directed against the order of the High
Court of Karnataka at Bangalore in CRP No.1367/2000 dated
22nd June, 2000.

The controversy in this appeal relates to anendment of
the witten statenent. The trial court permtted the
anendnment of the witten statement to raise counter claim
by its order dated 23rd March, 2000 passed in the suit. In
revision petition filed against the said order before the
H gh Court the follow ng order was passed: -

"Hear d.
2. No grounds.
3. The petition stands disnissed.”

In the view we have taken we do not consider it
necessary to advert to the various aspects relating to the
anendnent of the witten statenment by raising a counter
claim Suffice it to say that the Hgh Court has not
considered the issues raised before it and dism ssed the
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revision by passing the above said order. W think it
appropriate to set aside the order under challenge, send
the matter back to the High Court to decide the revision on
merits after hearing both the parties. The appeal is
accordingly allowed. No costs.

New Del hi , [ S.N. VAR AVA ]
Decenber 14, 2001. @@
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