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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).16560/2010

(From the judgement and order dated 12/04/2010 in                 WP     No.
9081/2010 of The HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE)

K.M.VENKATARAMANA & ANR.                                  Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

G.NARAYANA & ANR.                                         Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report )

Date: 31/05/2010    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE C.K. PRASAD
                        (VACATION BENCH)

For Petitioner(s)         Mr. R.S. Hegde, Adv.
                          Mr. Amit Wadhwa, Adv.
                          For Mr. P.P. Singh,Adv.

For Respondent(s)         Mr. H.N. Shashidhara, Adv.
                          Mr. Balaji Srinivasan,Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

                   This    petition   is   directed   against    order

           dated 12.4.2010 passed by the learned Single Judge

           of Karnataka High Court, who declined to interfere

           with order dated 3.3.2010 passed by I Additional

           Civil Judge (Senior Division) in O.S. No. 475 of

           2003,   whereby     the    objection   raised    by    the

           petitioners to the marking of the document, i.e.,

           deed    of     agreement   dated   26.6.2000    and     its

           admissibility in evidence was over-ruled and the
   respondents      were     permitted         to       get     the    said

   document marked in evidence.
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           We    have      heard   learned          counsel      for   the

   parties and perused the records.                      We have also

   carefully     gone      through       the    contents          of    the

   disputed document.         In our view, the trial Court

   and the High Court did not commit any error by



   holding that the document in question was indeed

   an   agreement    of     sale   and    not       a    bond    for   the

   purpose of Section 2(a)(b) of the Karnataka Stamps

   Act, 1957, as claimed by the petitioners.

           The special leave petition is, accordingly,

   dismissed.

(Neetu Khajuria)                               (Phoolan Wati Arora)
     Sr.P.A.                                       Court Master


