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ClVIL APPEAL NOS. 881-883 COF 2012

TH RUKURUNKUDI JEEYAR MUTT THR. JEEYER Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
SUNDARA SUBRAMVANI AN FOR THEMSELVES & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for office report for direction)

Date: 07/02/2014 These appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE R M LODHA
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE SHI VA KI RTI Sl NGH

For Appellant(s)

CA 881-883/2012 M. Shyam Di van, Sr. Adv.
M. P.B. Suresh, Adv.
M. Vipin Nair, Adv.
Ms. Krishnaveni, Adv. for
MS. Tenple Law Firm

For Respondent (s) M . Subranoni um Prasad, Adv.
Yogesh Kanna, Adv.
A. Sant ha Kumar an, Adv.
Vanita C. Gri, Adv.
B. Balaji, Adv.

S. Val linayagam Adv. for
Y. Raja CGopala, Adv.

P.B. Suresh, Adv. for
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Vs
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M. Satya Mtra Garg, Adv.
M

M

M

Ms. Tenple Law Firm

M. Sumt Kumar, Adv.
M. Vipin Nair, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

I.A Nos. 7-9 of 2014 have been filed by the parties

Iight of the order dated 2.1.2014.

In paragraph 4 of the applications, the list of docunents
whi ch requires English translation has been given. In paragraph 5 of

the applications, 1list of depositions which requires
transl ati on has been given.

We grant 1. A Nos. 7-9 of 2014 and direct the Registry
get the translation of the docunents nentioned in paragraph 4 and

depositions nade in paragraph 5 fromTanil to English done
ei ght weeks from today.
List the matter thereafter.
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