0l TEM NO. 37 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON XI |
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).27345/2009
(From the judgenent and order dated 18/06/2009 in CRP No. 4096/ 2008
of The H GH COURT OF MADRAS)
VASANTHA & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
KANAGASABAI Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 29/07/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ALTAMAS KABI R
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SURI NDER SI NGH NI JJAR

For Petitioner(s) M. Bindu K. Nair, Adv.
M. Abhisth Kumar, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER

Despite service of notice, no one has appeared on
behal f of the sole respondent and no one is present on her

behal f when the matter is taken up for consideration. The
subject matter of dispute is a WIIl, which is said to have
been execut ed by one Paneer sel vam t he f at her of t he

petitioners herein, on the basis whereof, a suit was filed
by the respondent praying for partition and all ot nent of
1/4th share in the Estate of Paneersel vam Wiile the matter
was bei ng exam ned by t he Trial Court, t he petitioners
herein filed an application, being I.A No.59 of 2008, for
appoi ntment of an Advocate Commi ssioner to take the origina
Ex.A-1 (the WIIl in question) and Ex.B-30 (Acknow edgment of
Money Order Receipt) to the Governnent Finger Print Expert
at Chennai for expert opinion. Al t hough, t he sane was
obj ected to by t he r espondent her ei n, t he same wer e
ultimately sent for the exami nation of the finger print
expert and the opinion of the finger print expert is that
the thunb inpressions do not match
The r espondent herein moved t he Hi gh Court in
revision and in the said proceedings an application was nade
for conparison of the thunb inpressions alleged to be that
of Paneerselvamon Ex. A-1 and on Ex. A-52, which is said to
be an application for opening of a bank account.
The said order has been questioned by the petitioners
herein in this special petition
Havi ng heard Ms. Binu A. Nair, appearing in support
of the special |eave petition, we dispose of the sane by
directing that while we do not wish to interfere with the
order of the High Court directing the thunb inpression on
the WIIl inpression to be sent to the finger print expert
for conparison with the thunb inpression on Ex. A-52, when



considering the matter on nerits, both the reports of the
two finger print experts, may be taken into consideration by

the learned Trial Court.
The speci al | eave

accordi ngly.

(Chet an Kunar)
Court Master

petition is di sposed

(Jugi nder Kaur)
Assi stant Regi strar

of



