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ITEM NO.2     Court 10 (Video Conferencing)          SECTION X

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  No(s).  13580/2020

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  18-12-2019
in WP(M/S) No. 743/2013 passed by the High Court Of Uttarakhand At
Nainital)

INDUMATI R.V. SINGH & ORS.                         Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

KAMAL SINGH & ORS.                                 Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION and I.R. and IA No.117216/2020-EXEMPTION FROM FILING
O.T.)
 
Date : 15-11-2021 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE K.M. JOSEPH
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE PAMIDIGHANTAM SRI NARASIMHA

For Petitioner(s) Mr. K. Sultan Singh, Sr. Adv. 
Mr. Vishal Singh, Adv. 
Mr. Vikalp Mudgal, AOR

                   
For Respondent(s) Mr. Gopal Sankaranarayan, Sr. Adv. 

Mr. Simon J Benjamin, Adv. 
Mr. Santosh Krishnan, AOR

                    

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

After  having  heard  the  learned  senior  counsel  for  the

petitioners and respondents, the only aspect which requires our

attention and modification is as follow.

It  is  pointed  out  by  the  learned  senior  counsel  for  the

petitioners that in the order of the Trial Court it is stated inter

alia is as follow:
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“Another  anomaly  is  that  the  plaintiffs  declared

Schedule A property as their own without any share of

anybody in it.”

 Mr.  Gopal  Sankaranarayan,  learned  senior  counsel  for  the

respondents on the other hand would point that the said version is

the result of erroneous translation and the correct version has

been produced by the respondents in I.A. No.146027/2021. We feel

that  this  controversy  need  not  detain  us.   All  that  we  would

clarify is that the version of the petitioners is to be found from

the pleadings of the petitioners namely the plaint and any other

document relied upon by the petitioners. In other words, we only

record  the  submission  of  the  petitioners  that  the

petitioners/plaintiffs do not appear to claim Schedule ‘A’ as their

own. 

Regarding Schedule ‘B’ and Schedule ‘C’  if the case of the

learned counsel for the petitioner is that it is not their case

they are out of possession, if the petitioners have grievance about

it, it is for them to seek appropriate remedies before the Court.

Subject to the aforesaid, the Special Leave Petition is dismissed. 

Pending application(s), if any, stand disposed of.  

(JAGDISH KUMAR)                                   (RENU KAPOOR)
COURT MASTER (SH)                                  BRANCH OFFICER
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