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                     CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 650 OF 2006

KALDAYA SURIYANI CHURCH                                Appellant (s)
PUTHENPETTAH, THRISSUR VILLAGE,
THRISSUR REP. BY ITS TRUSTEES

                    VERSUS

THANDU & ORS.                                          Respondent(s)

(With office report)

Date: 08/04/2010     This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MARKANDEY KATJU
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATNAIK

For Appellant(s)
                              Mr. B.S. Banthia,Adv.

For Respondent(s) Ms. Amrita Sharma, Adv.
                           for Mr. Naveen R. Nath,Adv.

                    UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                     O R D E R

                   The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed

          order.   No order as to the costs.

            (Indu Satija)                               (Ajay Kr. Jain)
            Court Master                                   AR-cum-PS

                       (Signed order is placed on the file)
                       IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                       CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                       CIVIL APPEAL NO. 650      OF 2006

Kaldaya     Suriyani     Church,              ....     Appellant
Puthenpettah, Thrissur Village,
Thrissur Rep. by its Trustees

                                   Versus

Thandu & Ors.                                 ....     Respondents

                              O R D E R

          Heard learned counsel for the appellant.

          We    have   gone   through   the   impugned     judgment   and



 order dated 22.10.2003 of the High Court of Kerala, as also

 the orders passed by the Courts below.              We do not find any

 ground to interfere with the concurrent findings of fact

 recorded by the Courts below, as affirmed by the High Court

 in the impugned judgment and order.           Accordingly, there is

 no merit in this appeal and it is dismissed as such.                 No

 order as to the costs.

                                             .....................J.
                                        (MARKANDEY KATJU)

                                             .....................J.
                                        (A.K. PATNAIK)
 NEW DELHI;
 APRIL 08, 2010


