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ClVIL APPEAL NO. 178 OF 2000

AYODHYA PRASAD ( DEAD) THROUGH LRS. APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS

LAL SURENDRA SI NGH & ORS. RESPONDENT( S)

(Wth office report )

Dat e: 24/08/2004 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SHI VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. SRI KRI SHNA

For Appellant(s)M. Rohit Singh, Adv.
for M. Satish K. Agnihotri, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
M. Prakash Shrivastava, Adv.
Ex-Parte
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
The appeal is dismissed with no costs in ternms of the signed order.

Sarita (Madhu Saxena)
Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 178 OF 2000

AYODHYA PRASAD ( DEAD) THROUGH LRS. ... APPELLANT
VERSUS
LAL SURENDRA SI NGH & ORS. ... RESPONDENTS

ORDER



Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the parties, we are satisfied that the H gh Court was right i
n passing the inpugned judgnment that no substantial question or questions of |aw arose for con
sideration between the parties. The perusal of the judgnent of the First Appellate Court clea
rly shows that a finding of fact has been recorded on proper appreciation of material placed o
n record, in the light of the pleadings of the parties. The H gh Court, in our view, was just
ified in dismssing the second appeal by the inpugned judgrment hol ding that no substantial que
stion of |aw arose for consideration.

.2/ -
. 2.
Fi nding no good ground or valid reason to interfere with the inmpugned judgment, we dism ss thi
s appeal .
No costs.
..................... J.
[ SH VARAJ V. PATIL ]
..................... J.
New Del hi , [ B.N. SRIKRI SHNA ]

August 24, 2004.



