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Cvil Appeal No. 863 of 1998

MANACAUD THAI KKAPALLY Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
AYSHA BEEVI & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth office report)

Date : 12/11/2003 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE SH VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE D. M DHARMADHI KARI

For Appellant (s)M. T.L.V. lyer, Sr.Adv.
Subr anoni um Prasad, Adv.

Abhay Kumar, Adv.

R Gopal Kri shnan, Adv.

S.N. Jha, Adv.

Prachi Vaj pai, Adv.

Fsss%

For Respondent (s)M. P. Krishnanmoorthy, Sr. Adv.
M. Romy Chacko, Adv.
M. P.N Pillai, Adv.
Ms. V. Mbhana, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the parties from3.15 p.m to 3.55 p.m
The civil appeal is dismssed.

No order as to costs.

[ T.1. Rajput ][ Shelly Sengupta ]
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]

I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 863 OF 1998



Manacaud Thai kkapal |'y ... Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus

Aysha Beevi & Os. ... Respondent (s)

O R D E R

Havi ng heard the | earned senior counsel for the parties, we are satisfied that the inpugned or
der does not suffer fromany infirmty. The H gh Court was right in holding that substantia
question of law did not arise for consideration in the light of the facts and circunstances of
the case. Keeping in viewthe contentions advanced before it, the Hi gh Court refused to inte
rfere with the concurrent findings of fact, particularly noticing that the plaintiff failed to
establish title to the suit property. In this view of the matter, we do not find any good gr
ound to interfere with the inpugned order. Hence, the civil appeal is dismssed, finding no m
erit init, with no order as to costs.

...................... J.
[ SHI VARAJ V. PATI L]

...................... J.
[D.M DHARMADHI KARI

New Del hi ,

November 12, 2003.



