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14/ 03/ 2001 This appeal

civil

was called on for hearing today.
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appeal is dismssed. The appellant shall pay to
the costs of the appeal, fixed as rupees twenty

(Shel l'y Sengupt a)
Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file.)
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Last evening |earned counsel for the appellant was told
that it appeared that the appeal raised only a question of
appreciation of evidence and it was pointed out that there was no
ground in the Meno of Appeal (S.L.P.) which stated that the
conclusion of the H gh Court which is under appeal or of the
authorities below was perverse or such as could not have been
arrived at reasonably wupon the record. Even so, this norning
| earned counsel has persisted with his argunent and it is plain to
us, having heard himand seen the record, that what he calls a
total lack of evidence is only his reading of the evidence, and he
suggests that we reappreciate it to reach the sane conclusion
Neither the Hi gh Court in the wit petition under Article 226 of
the Constitution could have done so nor in appeal can we.

The appeal is dismissed. The appellant shall pay to the
respondents the costs of the appeal, fixed at Rupees twenty
t housand.
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New Del hi ,

March 14, 2001.



