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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. 7346 OF 2000

 SYED NASEEM AHMED                                           Appellant (s)

                         VERSUS

 MOHD. ABDUL HAKEEM (D) BY  LRS. & ORS.                       Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

 Date: 17/02/2005  This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

 CORAM :

         HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE D.M. DHARMADHIKARI

         HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE G.P. MATHUR

 For Appellant(s)     Ms. Sasmita Tripathy, Adv.

                      Mr. Y. Raja Gopala Rao,Adv.

 For Respondent(s)    Mr. S. Muralidhar,Adv.

                                       Mr. JPN. gupta, Adv.

                                       Mr. G. Seshagiri Rao, Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                                O R D E R 

                   The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed order.



                   (S. Thapar)                                 (Shelly Sengupta)

        PS to Registrar                                          Court Master

                   The signed order is placed on the file.

                                  IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                                     CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                                       CIVIL APPEAL  NO. 7346 OF 2000

                                                                 

     Syed Naseem Ahmed                                                                        
         Appellant (s)

                                                         Versus

     Mohd. Abdul Hakeem (D) by LRs. & Ors.                                        Respondent (
s)

                                                       O R D E R

                  Learned   counsel   appearing   on   behalf   of   the   arguing   counsel  
 makes  a   request   for

  adjourning   the   matter  on   the   ground   that   the   counsel   had   to   leave   Del
hi   to   attend   an   ailing

  member of his family.

                  Learned  counsel  for the respondents,  however, points  out that as far bac
k as  on

  30th  October, 2000  it was reported  on  behalf  of his  client to this  Court that his  la
ndlord  has

  already  taken the possession  of the leased  premises on  8th  September, 2000.    The coun
sel  for

  the   appellant   thereafter   was   granted   two   weeks   time   to   take   instructions
   and   report   to   this



  Court.     No   further   response   in   writing   was  submitted   by   the   appellant   
who   claims   to  be   the

  tenant in the leased premises.

                  In the aforesaid circumstances, we find no ground  to just adjourn this matt
er. On

  the   statement   made   by   the   counsel   for   the   respondent,   the   appeal   is   
dismissed.     In   case   the

  statement is found to be untrue, it is open to the appellant to apply for restoration of the
 appeal

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

                                                                                  (D.M. DHARMA
DHIKARI)

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

                                                                                  (G.P. MATHUR
)

               New Delhi,

               February 17, 2005


