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           S UP R E M E C O UR T O F I N D I A
                  R ECO R D OF P R O C E E D I N G S

                    CIVI L AP P E A L NO(s). 53 5 7 OF 20 0 1

MAHAD E O DAMODA R VAIT Y & ORS.                                       Appellant (s)

                     VE R S U S

MUNICI P A L COR P N ., G R E A T E R BOM B A Y & AN R.                          Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief )

Date: 13/ 1 1 / 2 0 0 7   This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E A.K. MATHU R
    HON’B L E MR. JUS T I C E MAR K A N D E Y KA T J U

For Appellant(s)            Mr. V.N. Ganpule, Sr. Adv.
                            Ms. Pun a m Ku m a r i,Adv.

For Respondent(s)           Mr. P all av Shishodia, Adv.
                            Mr. D.N. Mishra,Adv.

                                       Mr. P.H. Pa re k h, Sr. Adv.
                                       Ms. Reena Bagga, Adv.
                            Mr. J ay Savla, 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

           costs.

            (Ajay Kr. Jai n)                                                       (Vijay Dhaw
an)
             Court Master                                                            Court Mas
ter

                                    (Signed order is placed on the file)
                        IN TH E SU P R E M E COUR T OF INDI A
                         CIVI L AP P E L L A T E JUR I S D I C T I O N

                         CIVI L AP P E A L NO. 5 3 5 7 OF 2 0 0 1

Mahadeo Damodar Vaity & Ors.                            ....   Appellants

                                            Versus

Municipal  Corporation,           Greater               ....    Respondents
Bombay & Anr.

                                        O R D E R

           Heard learned counsel for the parties.

           We do not find any ground to interfere with the impugned judgment



and order. The appeal is dismissed. No order as to costs.

                                                                         .....................
......J.
                                       (A.K.MA T H U R)

                                                                         .....................
......J.
                                       (MAR K A N D E Y KA T J U)
New Delhi
November 1 3, 2 0 0 7


