Sr. No. Date Orders . — a

% O1{:-40 2004
Present Ms. Kusumlata for the appellant

Mr.Sanjeev Sachdeva with Ms.Priya Purl
for the respondent

+ FAO [OS] No. 200/2002

* Counsel for the appellant says thac wppellaat hes fled
an applcation under Opnder 6 Rule 17 for .inendmem of the

plaint. Notice of the same has been fssued Reply (s yot to bie

5

fllled by the respondent and It Is only aler the de imiou of thas
application the appellant would take a decision whether in the
light of the amended written statement, If allowed by the Court to

be flied as to whether any application under Order 12 Rule 8

t g | has to be filed later on  However, as she has dled .1 applicaiion
r:l"‘, for amendment of the plaint, this  appeal has ecome
~ Infructuous. Dismissed as having seependernd infructous.
¢s
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