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                             RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                      CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 4469 OF 2004

M/S. P.K. COMMERCIAL CO.                              Appellant (s)

                   VERSUS

KOLKATA MUNICIPAL CORPORATION AND ANR.                Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief )

WITH Civil Appeal NO. 4470 of 2004
(With prayer for interim relief)
Civil Appeal NO. 4471 of 2004
(With prayer for interim relief)

Date: 23/09/2010    These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MARKANDEY KATJU
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Appellant(s)
                      Mr. Rauf Rahim,Adv.

For Respondent(s)    Mr. Tapash C. Ray, Sr. Adv.
                     Mr. Gaurav Jain, Adv.
                     Ms. Abha Jain,Adv.

            UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                O R D E R

           The Appeals are dismissed in terms of the signed order.

           ( Rajesh Dham )                        ( Indu Satija )
             Court Master                           Court Master

                (signed order is placed on the file)
                   IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                   CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

               CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 4469 OF 2004

M/S. P.K. COMMERCIAL CO.                                 Appellant (s)

                              VERSUS

KOLKATA MUNICIPAL CORPORATION AND ANR.                   Respondent(s)

                               WITH
                   Civil Appeal NO. 4470 of 2004

                   Civil Appeal NO. 4471 of 2004

                           O    R   D    E    R

    Heard the learned counsel for the parties.



    These    Appeals,    by    special       leave,    have   been    filed

against the impugned judgment and order of the High Court at

Calcutta dated 09.03.2004.

    The facts of the case have already been set out in the

judgment and order and hence we are not repeating the same

here.

    Having heard the learned counsel for the parties and

having   perused   the   record,    we   find     no   infirmity     in   the

impugned judgment and order.

    The Appeals are dismissed accordingly.               No costs.

                                             ......................J.
                                             (MARKANDEY KATJU)

                                             ......................J.
NEW DELHI                                    (T.S. THAKUR)
SEPTEMBER 23, 2010.


