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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO 10171 CF 2014
(Arising out of S.L.P.(C) No.11726 of 2011)

Srirama Warehouses Thr. Partner Appel | ant
Ver sus
Edul akanti Narasi mha Reddy (D) Responden

Thr. Lrs. and Ohers

ORDER

Leave granted.

Heard | earned counsel for the appellant.

appeared for the respondent.

The facts whi ch are essenti al to be

di sposal of t he pr esent appeal are t hat t he

Srirama Warehouses, instituted O S. No.295 of 2006 (old O S

No. 778  of 1992), for recovery of Rs. 1, 21, 368/ -,

with interest at the rate of twenty-four per cent fromthe
date of institution of suit till the date of realisation and

for costs of the suit. In the said suit, |ate Edul akan

Nar asi mha Reddy was the defendant.

One, C. Manohar Reddy, had filed O S. No. 101 of

2004, for recovery of Rs.46,49,260/- together with interest

at the rate of twenty-four per cent per annum agai nst the

| egal representative of Edul akant i Nar asi mha



t he

of

SLP( Q)

respondent herein. It is not in dispute that C. Manohar

Reddy, P. Chengal Reddy and S. Nar si mha Reddy, are

partners and were carrying on business under the nanme and
style of Srirama War ehouses. The appel I ant, C Manohar

Reddy, undisputedly is one of the partners.

The | ear ned trial Judge tried bot h t he suits
t oget her and di sm ssed O S No. 295 of 2006 and partly
decreed O S No. 101 of 2004. The pr esent appel | ant
preferred CCCA No. 163 of 2009. The | egal representatives of

Edul akanti Narasi mha Reddy preferred CCCA No. 164 of 2009.
Subni ssion of |earned counsel for the appellant is
that when both the appeals were filed agai nst the conmmon
judgenment, it was advisable on the part of the High Court to
hear both the appeal s together and dispose of themby a
si ngul ar judgenent. It is urged by himthat against the

conmon j udgenent , when t wo appeal s are preferred, it

al ways requisite that for sense of propriety they should be

heard t oget her, ot herw se there woul d be I'ikelihood

anomal y. Lear ned counsel woul d cont end t hat t he appea
preferred by the legal heirs of Edul akanti Narasi mha Reddy
i s pending before the Hi gh Court.

In view of the aforesaid, we think it appropriate to
all ow the appeal, set aside the inpugned judgenent and remit
it to the High Court to be heard al ong with CCCA No. 164 of
2009 and be di sposed of by a common judgenent. We her eby
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make it clear that we have not expressed any opi nion on the
nerits of the case.

The appeal is, accordingly, allowed. There shall be

no order as to costs.

(Di pak M sra)



(Uday Unesh Lalit)
New Del hi ;
Novenber 11, 2014.
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| TEM NO. 9 COURT NO. 6 SECTION XI I A

SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (O No(s). 11726/ 2011

(Arising out of inpugned final judgnent and order dated 06/07/2010
in CCCA No. 163/2009 passed by the High Court OF A p At Hyderabad)

SRI RAMA WAREHOUSES TR. PARTNER Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

EDULAKANTI NARASI VHA REDDY(D) TR LRS. Respondent (s)

(Wth appln. (s) for c/delay in filing process fee and interim

relief and office report)

Date : 11/11/2014 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE UDAY UMESH LALIT

For Petitioner(s)
M. Anil Kumar Tandal e, AOR
For Respondent (s)
UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER
Del ay condoned.
Leave granted.

The appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.

(Chetan Kumar) (H. S. Parasher)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)



