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THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE A.RAJASHEKER REDDY 

 

S.A.NO.296 OF 2018 

 

O R D E R 

 

 

 The appellant herein is the petitioner in insolvenc y petition.   He filed  

I.P.No.51 of 2008 on the file of Add itiona l Senior Civil Judge, Eluru, under 

Sec tion 10 of the Provinc ia l Insolvenc y Ac t, 1920 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ), to 

ad judge him as ‘ insolvent’ .  By order and  dec ree da ted  15.06.2010, the 

tria l c ourt d ismissed  the petition.  Aggrieved  thereby, he p referred  appea l 

in A.S.No.9 of 2011 on the file of VIII Add itiona l Distric t Judge, West 

Godavari, Eluru.  Vide judgment and  dec ree da ted  23.10.2017, the lower 

appella te c ourt d ismissed  the appea l.  Assa iling  the same, the p resent 

sec ond  appea l is filed .  Thus the unsuc c essful petitioner before both the 

c ourts below, is the appellant herein. 

 

 2.  The parties will be referred  to as they a re a rrayed  in the tria l 

c ourt. 

 

 3.  The c ase of the petitioner is tha t he is a  permanent resident of 

Chinta lapud i village, West Godavari Distric t and  doing kirana  (groc eries) 

business sinc e ten years and  tha t respondent Nos.1 to 4 a re his c red itors.  

He borrowed  money from the respondents under the p romissory notes 

and  hand  letters for investing  the same in his kirana  business.  He inc urred  

huge loss in the business, as he sold  the goods to the c ustomers in and  

a round  Chinta lapud i, on c red it basis and  c ould  not rea lize the amounts 

and  as suc h c ould  not d isc harge the deb ts inc urred  by him.  The 1st 

respondent filed  suit in O.S.No.212 of 2005 on the file of Junior Civil Judge’s 

Court, Chinta lapud i and  the sa id  suit was dec reed  with c osts and  as the 

1st respondent is going  to file exec ution petition, seeking to a rrest him and  
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as he is unab le to pay the dec ree deb t, due to loss in his business, he filed  

p resent petition.  It is sta ted  tha t his assets a re not suffic ient to d isc harge 

entire deb t of the respondents and  tha t he is the only b read  winner of his 

family and  tha t his fa ther d ied  rec ently and  tha t he got c hild ren.  With 

these averments, he filed  petition seeking to dec la re him as insolvent 

under Sec tion 10 of the Ac t. 

 

 4.  1st respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  the same was adop ted  

by 2nd  respondent.  In the c ounter a ffidavit while denying the averments 

made in the petition, it is sta ted  tha t the petitioner is absolutely solvent 

and  still doing kirana  business a t Ramakrishna  nagar, Chinta lapudu,  with  

monthly turnover of Rs.2,00,000/ - on his business and  getting  monthly 

inc ome of not less than Rs.50,000/ -.  The petitioner is c apab le of paying 

the deb ts due to the respondents and  he has not approac hed  the c ourt 

with c lean hands and  suppressed  the materia l aspec ts.  Respondents 3 

and  4 never lent any amount and  they a re not genuine c red itors.  The 3rd  

respondent is no other than the nephew of the petitioner and  the 4th 

respondent is his c lose friend .  The petitioner is in possession and  

enjoyment of huge p roperty a t Chinta lapud i and  he is a lso in possession 

and  enjoyment of site and  build ing  in R.S.No.913/ 3, worth more than 

Rs.10,00,000/ -.  The petitioner is having six shops apart from the residentia l 

house and  he let out five shops to the tenants apart from kirana  shop and  

getting  inc ome not less than Rs.10,000/ - per month as rents from the sa id  

shops.  The fa ther of the petitioner namely Nageswara  Rao, d ied  one year 

p rior to filing  of the petition and  the petitioner and  his fa ther jointly 

exec uted  two reg istered  settlement deeds on 25.01.2006 in favour of the 

c hild ren of the petitioner namely Kanaka  Durga  Harshitha  and  Durga  Sa i 

showing the petitioner as na tura l gua rd ian.  The sa id  reg istered  sa le deeds 
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are nomina l and  c rea ted  with a  view to defraud  the c red itors like the 

respondents.  The 1st respondent filed  suit in O.S.No.212 / 2005 on the file of 

Junior Civil Judge, Chinta lapud i aga inst the petitioner herein and  one 

Gandham Jagannadham Rao, who borrowed  amount from him jointly 

and  tha t the sa id  suit was dec reed  on 10.03.2008.  It is further sta ted  tha t 

the p roperties of the petitioner a re worth more than Rs.10,00,000/ - and  

they a re situa ted  in p rime loc a lity and  market va lue of the sa id  p roperty is 

worth Rs.20,00,000/ - and  the assets of the petitioner a re more than the 

va lue of deb ts  and  a rtic les mentioned  in Ex.B-5 sc hedule, a re fa lse.  

Petitioner willfully suppressed  the house p roperty and  approac hed  the 

c ourt with unc lean hands.  With these averments the petition was sought 

to be d ismissed . 

 

 5.  Respondents 3 and  4 d id  not file any c ounter a ffidavit. 

 

 6.  Based  on the above p lead ings, the tria l c ourt framed  the 

following issue for c onsidera tion: 

 
 “ Whether the petitioner is liab le to be ad jud ic a ted  as 

insolvent.”  

 

 

 7.  To p rove his c ase, petitioner got examined  himself as P.W.1 and  

no doc uments were marked  on his beha lf.  On beha lf of the respondents, 

no evidenc e, either ora l or doc umenta ry, was adduc ed . 

 

 8.  Apprec ia ting  the evidenc e on rec ord , the tria l c ourt d ismissed  

the insolvenc y petition hold ing  tha t petitioner suppressed  the fac t tha t he 

owns p roperties and  assets and  thus not entitled  to be ad judged  as 

insolvent. Aggrieved  thereby, petitioner p referred  appea l and  the lower 

appella te c ourt, on re-apprec ia tion of entire evidenc e, d ismissed  the 
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appea l and  thereby c onfirmed  the order and  dec ree of tria l c ourt.  

Henc e, the p resent sec ond  appea l. 

 

 9.  The lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner, reitera ting  the averments 

made in the petition filed  under Sec tion 10 of the Ac t, submits tha t the 

petitioner is a  petty kirana  merc hant, doing  business in g roc eries, and  he 

inc urred  loans from the respondents.  The petitioner sold  the goods on 

c red it basis and  c ould  not rea lize the amounts and  thus suffered  huge loss 

in the business and  he has no amount or any assets to d isc harge the 

deb ts.  Therefore, the petitioner filed  petition under Sec tion 10 of the Ac t. 

Learned  c ounsel c ontended  tha t though the petitioner admitted  tha t he 

got anc estra l p roperty, in the further c ross-examina tion, he has denied  the 

same and  the respondents fa iled  to p roduc e any p roof tha t petitioner has 

got assets and  tha t he is getting  inc ome as a lleged  by them in their 

c ounter a ffidavit.  The lea rned  c ounsel submits tha t the petitioner is 

running a  sma ll g roc ery shop  and  he c annot be expec ted  to ma inta in 

ac c ounts like a  b ig  business firm.  Therefore, the c ourts below a re not 

justified  in d rawing an adverse inferenc e for non-p roduc tion of ac c ounts.  

With regard  to g ift deeds, exec uted  by the dec eased  fa ther of the 

petitioner in favour of his g randc hild ren, keep ing the petitioner as 

guard ian is c onc erned , the lea rned  c ounsel c ontended  tha t the 

petitioner has no share in the sa id  p roperty and  the petitioner intended  to 

p rove his c ase by add ing  his c hild ren and , therefore, filed  I.A.No.533 of 

2015, seeking the lower appella te c ourt to remand  the matter under 

Order 41, Rule 23 of CPC.  But the lower appella te c ourt, w ithout 

apprec ia ting  the same, d ismissed  the I.A.  With these averments, the 

lea rned  c ounsel sought to set aside the impugned  orders of both the 

c ourts below. 
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 10.  To c onsider the c ontentions ra ised  by the c ounsel for the 

petitioner and  to examine whether any substantia l question of law is 

involved  in this sec ond  appea l, first it is nec essary to note the relevant 

p rovisions of the Ac t. 

 

 11.  Sec tions 10, 13 and  22 of the Ac t a re the relevant p rovisions, 

whic h p rovide for dec la ring  the deb tor as insolvent and  unless the deb tor 

sa tisfies the c ond itions la id  down there under, he c annot be dec la red  as 

insolvent. The relevant portions of the sa id  p rovisions a re extrac ted  as 

under for better apprec ia tion: 

 
 10.  Conditions on whic h debtor may petition:-- 

 

(1) A debtor sha ll not be entitled  to p resent any insolvenc y 

petition, unless he is unab le to pay his debts and  –  

 

(a )  his debts amount to five hundred  rupees; or 

(b )  he is under a rrest or imprisonment in exec ution of the                                      

dec ree of any Court for payment of money; or 

(c ) an order of a ttac hment in exec ution of suc h a  dec ree  

has been made, and  is subsisting  aga inst his p roperty. 

  

(2) . . . 

 

13.  Contents of petition: 

 

(1) Every insolvenc y petition p resented  by a  debtor sha ll c onta in 

the following pa rtic ula rs namely: 

  

(a ) . . . 

(b ) . . . 

(c ) . . . 

(d ) the amount and  partic ula rs of a ll pec unia ry c la ims 

aga inst him, together with the names and  residenc es of 

his c red itors so fa r as they a re known to, or c an by the                     

exerc ise of reasonab le c ase and  d iligenc e be 

asc erta ined  by him; 

(e) the amount and  partic ula r of a ll his p roperty, together 

with— 

 

(i) a spec ific a tion of the va lue of a ll suc h 

p roperty not c onsisting  of money; 

(ii) the p lac e or p lac es a t whic h any suc h 

p roperty is to be found ; and  

(iii) a dec la ra tion of his willingness to p lac e a t the 

d isposa l of the c ourt a ll suc h p roperty save in 

so fa r as it inc ludes suc h partic ula rs (not being 

his books of ac c ount) as a re exempted  by 

the Code of Civil Proc edure, 1908, or by any 

other enac tment for the time being in forc e 

from liab ility to a ttac hment and sa le in 

exec ution of a  dec ree; 
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22.  Duties of debtor:-- 

 

The deb tor sha ll on the making of an order admitting the 

petition p roduc e a ll books of ac c ount, and  sha ll a t any time 

therea fter g ive suc h inventories of his p roperty and  suc h list of 

his c red itors and  debtors and  of the debts due to an from 

then, respec tively, submit to suc h examina tion in respec t of his 

p roperty or his c red itors, a ttend a t suc h times before the Court 

or rec eiver, exec uted  suc h instruments and  genera lly do a ll 

suc h ac t and  things in rela tion to his p roperty as may be 

required  by the Court or rec eiver, or as may be presc ribed . 

 

 

From a  read ing of above p rovisions it is c lea r tha t under Sec tion 10(1) of 

the Ac t, for dec la ring  the deb tor as insolvent, he has to sa tisfy the c ourt 

tha t he is unab le to pay his deb ts and  in the c ontents of the petition filed  

under Sec tion 10, he has to furnish pa rtic ula rs, more partic ula rly under 

Sec tion 13(1)(e) of the Ac t, he has to furnish the partic ula rs of the amount 

and  a lso the pa rtic ula rs of a ll his p roperty.  Under Sec tion 22, on admitting 

the petition, he has to p roduc e a ll books of ac c ount and  g ive suc h 

inventories of his p roperty and  suc h list of his c red itors and  deb tors and  the 

deb ts due from them. 

 

 12.  Considering  Sec tion 10 of the Ac t, a  Division Benc h of this c ourt 

in BONAGIRI YELLALU  v.  NAGULA VARAM CHENCHU SUBBAIAH1 held  as 

under: 

 “ 7.  .. . Wha tever may have been the position under the old  

Ac t, Sec tion 10 makes it abundantly c lear tha t a  deb tor sha ll not 

be entitled  to p resent an insolvenc y petition unless it is p roved  

tha t he is unab le to pay his debts.  It is therefore, an essentia l p re-

requirement for deb tor-petitioner to get an order of ad jud ic a tion 

to sa tisfac torily estab lish tha t he is unab le to pay his debts.  The 

requirement of Sec tion 10, therefore has to be nec essarily 

sa tisfied  by the deb tor.”  

 

 

 13.  In view of the above p rovisions and  judgment of the Division 

Benc h, the points tha t a rises for c onsidera tion in this sec ond  appea l a re: 

 (i) Whether the petitioner c ould  sa tisfac tory estab lish tha t he is unab le to pay 

his deb ts and  liab le to be dec la red  as ‘ insolvent’ , and  

 

 (ii)  Whether the judgments of the c ourts below, warrant any interferenc e? 

 

                                                 
1
 AIR (59) AP 221 
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 14.  To p rove his c ase, the petitioner got examined  himself as P.W.1 

and  in the c hief examina tion, deposed  as per the averments made in the 

petition.  In the c ross-examina tion, he admitted  tha t the respondents 2 to 

4 d id  not file any suit aga inst him for rec overy of money. His further 

evidenc e d isc losed  tha t he d id  not file any doc uments to show tha t these 

respondents got issued  any lega l notic es to him.  He a lso admitted  tha t 3rd  

respondent is his nephew and  4th respondent is his rela tive.  In his further 

c ross-examina tion, he c a tegoric a lly admitted  tha t he is the guard ian of his 

son Durga  Sa i and  daughter Harshitha ; and  tha t his dec eased  fa ther 

Ra jeswara  Rao exec uted  g ift deed  in favour of his c hild ren in respec t of 

their anc estra l p roperties and  in the sa id  g ift deeds, the petitioner himself 

ac ted  as guard ian of his c hild ren.  The petitioner has a lso admitted  tha t 

his fa ther g ifted  a  house and  house site c overed  by R.S.No.913.  In his 

further c ross-examina tion, the petitioner while denying the suggestions 

tha t he is running  a  p rovision shop  in the build ing c overed  by R.S.No.913 

and  a lso resid ing  in the sa id  build ing , and  tha t he is getting  inc ome of 

Rs.10,000/ - per month; volunteered  to sta te tha t the sa id  p roperty is their 

anc estra l p roperty. 

 

 15.  From the above evidenc e it is c lea r tha t the dec eased  fa ther  

of the petitioner exec uted  g ift-c um-settlement deeds in favour of his 

g randc hild ren, keep ing the petitioner as guard ian.  The petitioner 

admitted  tha t there is anc estra l p roperty, whic h goes to show tha t he has 

share in the sa id  p roperty.  His c ase in the c la im petition is tha t he has no 

assets and  immovab le p roperties.  This averment of the petitioner, is 

d isp roved  by his own admission in the c ross-examina tion.  

 

 16.  As per the p rovisions noted  above, under Sec tion 13(1) (e) of 

the Ac t, the petitioner, in the petition filed  under Sec tion 10 of the Ac t, has 
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to furnish pa rtic ula rs of the amount and  the partic ula rs of a ll his p roperties.  

As per his admission he has anc estra l p roperty.  But in the petition, he 

fa iled  to furnish the pa rtic ula rs.  This is one of the c irc umstanc es, whic h 

goes to show tha t the petitioner suppressed  the fac t of his own p roperty. 

 

 17.  The further c ase of the petitioner is tha t he borrowed  amounts 

from respondents and  exec uted  p romissory notes and  hand  letters.  The 1st 

respondent filed  suit and  it was dec reed . The petitioner d id  not file any 

p romissory notes sa id  to have been exec uted  by him in favour of 

respondents 2 to 4 and  they a lso d id  not file any suits.  Had  petitioner  

rea lly borrowed  any amounts from respondents 2 to 4, they would  have 

issued  lega l notic es asking him to repay.  In the c ross-examina tion 

petitioner sta ted  tha t he d id  not file any doc uments to show tha t these 

respondents got issued  any lega l notic es.  He a lso d id  not file the 

p romissory notes and  the hand  letters sa id  to have been exec uted  by him 

in their favour.  

 

 18.  The c ase of the respondents 1 and  2 in their c ounter a ffidavit is 

tha t respondents 3 and  4 never lent any amount and  they a re not 

genuine c red itors.  As a lready noted  above, petitioner d id  not file any 

lega l notic es issued  by them and  a lso d id  not file any a lleged  p romissory 

notes and  the hand  letters, as a lleged  by him.  This has a lso been 

admitted  by him in the c ross-examina tion.  In his c ross-examina tion, 

petitioner further admitted  tha t respondent No.3 is his nephew and  4th 

respondent is his rela tive.  These c irc umstanc es and  the c a tegoric a l 

admission of the petitioner, estab lishes tha t respondents 3 and  4 a re not 

rea l c red itors. 
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 19.  The further c ase of the petitioner is tha t he borrowed  the 

amount from respondents by exec uting  the p romissory notes and  hand  

letters and  invested  the amount in kirana  business and  sold  items on c red it 

basis and  they fa iled  to pay bac k the amount and  thus susta ined  loss.  In 

other words, his c ase is tha t he susta ined  loss in his kirana  business.  As per 

Sec tion 22 of the Ac t, whic h is extrac ted  above, on admitting  of the 

petition, petitioner is required  to p roduc e a ll books of ac c ounts and  a t 

any time therea fter g ive suc h inventories of his p roperties and  suc h lists of 

c red itors and  deb tors and  of the debts due.  Along with the petition, 

petitioner has not p roduc ed  ac c ount books of his business and  suc h 

inventories of his p roperties and  list of deb tors and  the deb ts due to him.  

This c irc umstanc e a lso d isentitles the petitioner to dec la re him as insolvent. 

 

 20.  The other a rgument of the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner is 

tha t as the g ift deeds were exec uted  by his fa ther in favour of his c hild ren, 

they a re p roper and  nec essary pa rties and  to add  them and  to lead  

evidenc e to p rove his c ase, petitioner filed  I.A.No.533 id  2015, under Order 

41, Rule 23, seeking remand , but the lower appella te c ourt rejec ted  the 

p rayer of the petitioner in this regard , therefore, he was not g iven 

suffic ient opportunity.  

 

21.  Order 41 of C.P.C. dea ls with appea ls from orig ina l dec rees.  Rules 

23, 23-A and  25 a re the relevant p rovisions, where the appella te c ourt c an 

exerc ise d isc retion for remand  of the matter to the tria l c ourt. 

 Order 41, Appeals from Orig inal Dec rees: 

 

Rule 23:  Remand of c ase by Appellate Court:  Where 

the Court from whose dec ree an appea l is p referred  has 

d isposed  of the suit upon a  p reliminary point and  the dec ree is 

reversed  in appea l, or where the Appella te Court, in reversing  

or setting aside the dec ree under appea l c onsiders it 

nec essary in the interest of justic e to remand the c ase, the 

Appella te Court may, by order remand  the c ase, and  may 

further d irec t wha t issue or issues sha ll be tried  in the c ase so 

remanded , and  sha ll send  a  c opy of its judgment and  order 
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to the Court from whose dec ree the appea l is p referred , with 

d irec tions to re-admit the suit under its orig ina l number in the 

reg ister of c ivil suits, and  p roc eed  to determine the suit; and  

the evidenc e (if any) rec orded  during the orig ina l tria l sha ll, 

sub jec t a ll just exc eptions, be evidenc e during the tria l a fter 

remand . 

 

Rule 23-A. Remand in other c ases—where the Court 

from whose dec ree an appea l is p referred  has d isposed  of the 

c ase otherwise than on a  p reliminary point, and  the dec ree is 

reversed  in appea l and a  re-tria l is c onsidered  nec essary, the 

Appella te Court sha ll have the same powers as it has under 

Rule 23. 

 

Rule 25. Where Appellate c ourt may frame issues and 

refer them for tria l to Court whose dec ree appealed from:-- 

 

Where the Court from whose dec ree the appea l is 

p referred  has omitted  to frame or try any issue, or to 

determine any question of fac t, whic h appears to the 

Appella te Court essentia l to the right dec ision of the suit upon 

the merits, the Appella te Court may, if nec essary, frame issues, 

and  refer the same for tria l to the c ourt from whose dec ree 

the appea l is p referred , and  in suc h c ase sha ll d irec t Court to 

take the add itiona l evidenc e required ; 

 

and  suc h Court sha ll p roc eed  to try suc h issues, and  sha ll 

return the evidenc e to the Appella te Court together with its 

find ings thereon and  the reasons therefore within suc h time as 

may be fixed  by the Appella te Court or extended  by it from 

time to time. 

 

 

A read ing of above p rovisions, under Rule 23, if the suit is dec reed  on a  

p reliminary issue and  if the appella te c ourt reversed  the judgment of the 

tria l c ourt and  while doing  so, c onsiders it nec essary in the interest of 

justic e to remand  the c ase, the appella te c ourt may remand  the c ase 

with a  further d irec tion as to wha t issue or issues to be tried .  Rule 23 c an 

be invoked  where the suit is d isposed  of on a  p relimina ry issue.  Under   

Rule 23-A, in other c ases, where the suit is d isposed  of other than on 

p reliminary issue and  in the appea l, the appella te c ourt reversed  the 

judgment and  dec ree of the tria l c ourt, and  a  retria l is c onsidered  

nec essary, then the appella te c ourt,  sha ll remand  the c ase to tria l c ourt, 

with d irec tions as mentioned  under Rule 23.  Under Rule 25, another 

c irc umstanc e is envisaged i.e., where the appella te c ourt finds tha t the 

tria l c ourt has omitted  to frame or try any issue to determine any question 

of fac t, whic h the appella te c ourt c onsiders it essentia l for determina tion 
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of the issue involved , then the appella te c ourt, may, if nec essary, frame 

suc h an issue or issues and  remand  the matter for tria l and  in suc h c ase, 

d irec t the tria l c ourt to take add itiona l evidenc e required . 

 

 22.  A c ombined  read ing of the above p rovisions makes it c lea r tha t 

to remand  the matter to tria l c ourt under Order 41 of C.P.C., the appella te 

c ourt sha ll have to first c ome to the c onc lusion tha t the judgment of the 

tria l c ourt is wrong and  while reversing  suc h judgment, c onsiders it 

nec essary in the interest of justic e to remand  the matter to tria l c ourt with 

further d irec tions, as enumera ted  in the Rules extrac ted  above.  In other 

words, for remand , the appella te c ourt has to prima  fac ie  c ome to the 

c onc lusion tha t the judgment of the tria l c ourt is erroneous. 

 

 23.  In K.SRIRAMULU  v.  K.V.RADHAKRISHNAMURTHY2 this c ourt held  

tha t “ the order of remand  made without c oming to a  c onc lusion tha t the 

dec ision of a  tria l c ourt is wrong and  tha t it is nec essary to reverse or set 

aside the dec ree, is illega l.  The appella te Court has to c onsider the 

evidenc e on rec ord  and  then to a rrive a t a  c onc lusion whether the 

find ing rec orded  by the tria l c ourt c annot be supported  on evidenc e on 

rec ord .  Then the further question to be c onsidered  is whether it is a  c ase 

for remand .  In tha t beha lf, c onduc t of the parties has to be c onsidered  

viz., whether they have suffic ient opportunity to adduc e evidenc e a t the 

tria l but not b rought on rec ord , if not, whether it would  be a  c ase to a fford  

suc h an opportunity.”  

 

  24.  In the p resent, p rior to the filing  of the suit, the fa ther of the 

petitioner exec uted  the g ift deeds in favour of the c hild ren of the 

petitioner and  the petitioner is the guard ian and  the petitioner a lso 

admitted  to this fac t and  his evidenc e showed  tha t he got share in the 

                                                 
2
 1985(2) ALT 534 
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anc estra l p roperty. Suppressing these fac ts, he filed  the petition seeking to 

dec la re him as insolvent.  During  tria l, petitioner had  suffic ient opportunity 

to lead  evidenc e.  He fa iled  to ava il the same.  In the light of admissions of 

the petitioner and  the fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of the c ase, it c annot be 

sa id  tha t the tria l c ourt as well as appella te c ourt, have c ommitted  any 

error in rejec ting  the c la im of the petitioner for dec la ring  him as insolvent 

under Sec tion 10 of the Ac t, therefore question of seeking remand , 

enab ling  the petitioner to add  parties and  lead  evidenc e, does not a rise. 

 

 25.  In my c onsidered  view, both the c ourts below, based  on 

evidenc e on rec ord , have rec orded  c onc urrent find ings on fac ts tha t the 

petitioner suppressed  his p roperties and  assets and  thus not entitled  to be 

ad judged as insolvent.  These c onc urrent find ings on fac t, in the absenc e 

of c ontra  evidenc e, c annot be interfered  with in the sec ond  appea l and  

the issues a re answered  ac c ord ing ly. 

 

 26.  For the foregoing reasons, I do not find  any question of law, 

muc h less substantia l for interferenc e of this c ourt under Sec tion 100 CPC 

and  the sec ond  appea l is ac c ord ing ly d ismissed  a t the stage of 

admission.  

 

 27.  Misc ellaneous petitions, pend ing if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No 

c osts. 

 

 

                                                           ------------------------------------------ 

                                                               A.RAJASHEKER REDDY,J 

 

 

DATE:16—03—2018  

AVS 

Note:  L.R. c opy to be marked . 

                           B/ O 

 


