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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION

APPEAL No. 787 OF 2003
IN
NOTICE OF MOTION No. 2078 OF 2000
IN
SUIT No.606 OF 2000

Pramila Suman Singh ..Appellant
Vs.

Municipal Corporation of Greater

Mumbai and ors. ...Respondents

skskoskoskoskok

Ms. Pramila S. Singh — Appellant present in person

None for the Respondents
seskoskoskoskok

CORAM : V.M. KANADE &
SMT. SWAPNA S. JOSHI, JJ

DATE : AUGUST 30, 2016

PC. :

1. The Appellant, who is appearing in person, is aggrieved by an
order dated 6.9.2000 passed by the Learned Single Judge in Notice of
Motion No. 2078 of 2000.

2. The Appellant -Original Plaintiff has filed a Notice of Motion,
claiming Rs.70,00,000/- towards compensation and damages. The

Learned Single Judge came to the conclusion that since no such relief
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was claimed in the Original Suit, the Appellant / Plaintiff was not
entitled to claim the said relief for compensation in the notice of motion.
3. We do not see any infirmity or illegality in the order passed by
the Learned Single Judge in the Notice of Motion. The Appeal is
disposed of. The Appellant is at liberty to take out an appropriate
Chamber Summons for the purpose of amending the prayers in the suit.
If such a chamber summons is filed for amendment, the same may be

considered sympathetically.

SMT. SWAPNA S. JOSHI, J. V.M. KANADE, J.



