
ITEM NO.101               COURT NO.2              SECTION XIIA

        SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
            RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

               CIVIL APPEAL NO.2384 OF 2001

A.P.S.R.T.C.                            Appellant (s)

                VERSUS

SRILATHA BHOOPAL & ANR.                              Respondent(s)

(With office report)

Date: 21/01/2009 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. AGRAWAL
   HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.S. SINGHVI

For Appellant(s) Mr. R. Santhan Krishnan,Adv.
                          Ms. P. Radha Rani,Adv.
                          Mr. P. Vijaya Kumar,Adv.
                 Mr. Guntur Prabhakar,Adv.

For Respondent(s)             Ms. Asha Gopalan Nair,Adv.

       UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                  ORDER

                 Having heard learned counsel appearing on behalf
        of the parties and perused the appeal, counter affidavit filed
        thereto and orders passed by the High Court, we are of the
        view that it is not a fit case for interference with the
        impugned order.
                 The civil appeal, accordingly, fails and the same is
        dismissed.

                  No costs.

            [ T.I. Rajput ]          [ Savita Sainani ]
             A.R.-cum-P.S.         Court Master

                   [Signed order is placed on the file]
                   IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                   CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                     CIVIL APPEAL NO.2384 OF 2001

A.P.S.R.T.C.   .                                ..Appellant(s)

                                 Versus

               VERSUS

Srilatha Bhoopal & Anr.                   ...Respondent(s)



                              O R D E R

         Having heard learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
parties and perused the appeal, counter affidavit filed thereto and
orders passed by the High Court, we are of the view that it is not a fit
case for interference with the impugned order.
         The civil appeal, accordingly, fails and the same is dismissed.
         No costs.

                                                       ......................J.
                                          [B.N. AGRAWAL]

                                                             ......................J.
                                          [G.S. SINGHVI]
New Delhi,
January 21, 2009.


