61 TEM NO. 62 COURT NO. 9 SECTI ON

XITA

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).20392 OF 2004

(From the judgenent and order dated 10/09/2004 in CRP No. 4175/ 2004

of HI GH COURT OF A.P AT HYDERABAD)

P. JOHNSON & ANR. Petitioner

(s)

VERSUS

V. AMOS @ RAMULU & ORS. Respondent

(s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report )

Date: 31/01/2005 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASHOK BHAN

HON BLE DR. JUSTI CE AR LAKSHVANAN

For Petitioner(s)

M. Venkat eswara Rao Anunol u, Adv.



For Respondent (s)

M. D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Leave granted.

The Appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (Kanwal Si ngh)

Court Master Court Master

[ Signed Order is placed on the File]

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPEALLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 798 OF 2005

(Arising out of SLP(C) No.20392/2004)

P. Johnson & Anot her .. Appel l ants

Ver sus

V. Amos @ Ranmulu & O s. .. Respondent s

ORDER

Leave granted.

The Hi gh Court by the inpugned order has held that the District Judge did



not have the jurisdiction to entertain the cases arising from agency area, Wi
t hout

i ssui ng notice to t he respondents i.e. t he appel l ants her ei n. The Hi gh
Court
observed "The entertai nment of the petition ex facie is illegal. There is no need to

call upon the respondents(appellants herein) and hear thenf. Since the Hi gh Court

has passed the inmpugned order wi thout issuing notice and hearing the appellants,

t he sane cannot be sust ai ned.

We, therefore, accept this appeal, set aside the inpugned order of the High

Court and renit the case back to the Hi gh Court for a fresh decision after hearing

both the parties. Appellants who were the respondents before the H gh Court accept

notice in the Revision Petition pending before the H gh Court.

Parties are directed to appear before the High Court on 21st February, 2005

either in person or through their counsel . The Hi gh Court may thereafter proceed

with the case in accordance with | aw

The Appeal is allowed with no order as to costs.

New Del hi;
J.

January 31, 2005. [Dr. AR Lakshrmanan]



