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A.W.A. Salam,J.

The Plaintiff-Appellant (Plaintiff) has filed the present
appeal challenging the propriety of the judgment dismissing
the plaintiff’s action. Basically the action of the plaintiff is for
declaration that the is the owner of the vehicle in question
which is the subject matter of a Higher Purchase Agreement
and an order to re-possess the same. In addition the plaintiff
also prayed for damages in a sum of Rs: 300,000 and further
damages at the rate of 15,000/- per month from 11.01.1989.

The learned District Judge at the conclusion of the trial had




dismissed the action based on the ground that the vehicle in
question had never been seized by the defendant and that the
appellant has failed to establish that he has suffered damages
as a result of the vehicle being handed over to the defendant
by the appellant. Having perused the entirety of the judgment
and the approach adopted by the learned District Judge, it
appears that the findings of the learned District Judge on the
issues are consistent with the evidence led at the trial. As
such I do not see any grounds which merit in favour of the

appellant. Hence this appeal stands dismissed without costs.

JUDGE OF THE COURT OF APPEAL

Sunil Rajapakse,J.

I agree.
JUDGE OF THE COURT OF APPEAL

Jmr/-




