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SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

CIVIL APPEAL NOS. 86-88/1999

Management, State Bank of India .. Appellant (s)
Vs.
R. Sundaram & Ors. .. Respondent(s)

(With office report)

DATE : 4.12.2001: This/These matter (s) was/were
called on for hearing today.

CORAM
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S. RAJENDRA BABU
HON’'BLE MRS.JUSTICE RUMA PAL

For Appellant (s) : Mr. Sunderavardhan, Sr. Adv.
Mr. A.V. Rangam, Adv.
Mr. A. Rangandhan, Adv.,

For Respondent (s) : Mr. S. R. Setia, Adv.
Mrs. K. Sarada Devi, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
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Appeals are disposed of in terms of the signed
order.
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(Meenu Sethi) (Om Prakash )
Court Master Court Master

Signed order is placed on the file
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The Management of State Bank of India ..  Appellant

Vs.
R. Sundaram & Ors. .. Respondents
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On the special features arising in these cases,
the High Court disposed of the same by granting certain
limited relief to the respondents. In that view of the
matter, we do not think we should interfere in exercise
of our power under Article 136 of the Constitution.

Inasmuch as the High Court disposed of the cases
considering the special features arising in these
matters, we do not think the same should be applicable to
all the matters.

The appeals are disposed of accordingly.
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