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SECTI ON | VA



UPON bei ng nmentioned the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Heard the | earned counsel for the parties for a while.

The civil appeal is disposed of.

No costs.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ Shelly Sengupta

Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1920 OF 2000

C.S. Sujatha ... Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

State of Karnataka & Os. ... Respondent (s)

O R D E R

The learned counsel for the second respondent states that an alternativ

pl ot has been allotted to the appellant. The | earned counsel for the appellant states



that in spite of his best efforts, he could not get any instructions in this regard from

the appellant. Placing the submission of t he | ear ned counsel for the s
econd

respondent on record, we dispose of this appeal as it is unnecessary to exam ne the
merits of the contentions raised on behalf of the parties in view of the allotnment of an
alternative plot in favour of the appellant.

The civil appeal is, accordingly, disposed of.

No costs.

[ SH VARAJ V. PATI L]

[B.N. SR KRI SHNA]
New Del hi ,

January 05, 2005.



