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              S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A

                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                      CIVIL APPEAL NO.4666  OF 1999

GHAZIABAD DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY                                                      Appellant
(s)

                        VERSUS

RENU GUPTA                                                                           Responden
t(s)

(with application for exemption from filing O.T.)

Date: 11/08/2005  This  Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHAN

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.B.SINHA

For Appellant(s)                         Ms. Reena Singh, Adv.

                                         Mr. T.Mahipal, Adv.

For Respondent(s)

                                         Mr. Anil Kumar Sangal, Adv.

                                         Mr. Nalin Sangal, Adv.

                                         Mr. Deba P. Mohanty, Adv.



           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

             Appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed order with no order

as to costs.

        (Parveen Kr. Chawla)                                (Kanwal Singh)

                         Court Master                                    Court Master         
    

                          {Signed Order is placed on the File]

                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                    CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                    CIVIL APPEAL NO. 4666 OF 1999

Ghaziabad Development Authority                                             ..Appellant

                               Versus

Renu Gupta                                                                  ..Respondent

                               O R D E R

          The point involved in this appeal stands concluded against the appellant by

a   judgment   of   this   Court   in  Ghaziabad   Development   Authority  vs.  Balbir   Sing
h

reported in (2004) 5 SCC 65 (see para 21).

          Accordingly, this appeal is dismissed with no order as to costs.



                                                              ................................
.J.

                                                              [ASHOK BHAN]

NEW DELHI;                                                    ................................
.J.

AUGUST 11, 2005.                                              [S.B.SINHA]


