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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(s). 1674 OF 1996

REGIONAL MANAGER,APSRTC, GUNTUR                             Appellant (s)

                        VERSUS

G. HANUMANTHA RAO & ORS                                     Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for stay and office report )
WITH S.L.P.(C) NO. 10266 of 1997, S.L.P.(C) NO. 10267 of 1997
(With appln(s) for stay & With office report)
Civil Appeal No.3700-3712/2001 (With office report)
Civil Appeal NO. 346-351 of 2002(With office report)
Civil Appeal NO. 366, 368-372 & 374-376 of 2002
(With appln(s) for substitution for bringing on record the LRs of deceased respondent No.2 in 
CA No.372/02 and for c/delay in filing substitution appln. and appln. for permission to serve 
the notice to the unserved respondents through paper publication and with office report),
Civil Appeal NO. 352-363, 356-357, 360-361 & 363-364 of 2002
(With office report),Civil Appeal NO. 117-118 of 2002 (With Office Report)
S.L.P.(C) NO. 14923 of 2003 (With appln(s) for c/delay in filing substitution appln. and subst
itution and c/delay in filing SLP & With prayer for interim relief and office report),
Civil Appeal NO. 963-969, 971-973 & 975--980 of 2002 (with office report),
Civil Appeal NO. 377-379 of 2002 (With office report),
Civil Appeal NO. 4449 of 2004 (With office report),
Civil Appeal NO. 85 of 2004(With office report),

Date: 30/03/2005  This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE N. SANTOSH HEGDE
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.G. BALAKRISHNAN
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE D.M. DHARMADHIKARI
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. SRIKRISHNA

For Appellant(s)Mr. L. Nageswar Rao, Sr. Adv.
                    Mr. R. Santhanakrishnan, Adv.
Mr. Jayant Muthraj, Adv
Mr. Roy Abraham, Adv.
Mr. Satish, Adv.
Ms. Radha Rani, Adv.
Mr. G. Prabakar, Adv.
Mr. G. Ramakrishna Prasad, Adv.
Mr. Guntur Prabhakar,Adv.

in CA14923/96       Mr. S. Srinivasan

In SLP10266-67/77           Mr. S. Udaya Kumar Sagar

CA117-118/02                Mr. D. Mahesh Babu

CA3700-12/01        
346-351/02,
CA 352-353,356-357,Mr. G. Ramakrishna Prasad
360-361&363-364/02
366,368-372 & 374-
376/02, 963-969,
971-973&975-980/02
377-379/2002
       



CA85 & 4449/04           Mr. C.S.N. Mohan Rao

For Respondent(s)Mrs. K. Amareswari, Sr. Adv.
No. 1 in C.A. No. 979/02Mr. B. Ramanamurthy, Adv.
& respondent no. 2 inFor Anil Kumar, Adv.
C.A. No. 3706/2001 &
respondent no. 4 in         Mrs. Anjani Aiyagari,Adv.
C.A. No. 1674/96

for respondents in Mr. M.N. Rao, Sr. Adv.
C.A. Nos. 3700/01, 3704/01Mr. T.N. Rao, Adv.
& 356/02Mr. Maruthi Raja, Adv.
                     
for respondents in C.A. Mr. A.V. Rangam, Adv.
Nos. 346-351/02Mr. A. Ranganadhan, Adv.
Mr. Buddy. A. Ranganadhan

Mr. B.Vikas, Adv.
Mrs.D. Bharathi Reddy ,Adv

                     Mr. A.V. Rangam,Adv.

                     Mr. V.G. Pragasam, Adv.

                     Mr. Anil Kumar Tandale, Adv.

                     Mr. D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.

                     Mr. T.N. Rao, Adv.

                     Mr. G. Ramakrishna Prasad, Adv.

Mrs. P.V. Padma Priya, Adv.

M/s. P.S.N. & Co.

Mrs. K. Sharda Devi, Adv.

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

Mr. L. Nageswar Rao, learned senior counsel for the appellants started his arguments at 10.35 
A.M. and concluded at 12.40 p.m. Thereafter, Mrs. K. Amareswari, learned senior counsel for re
spondents made submissions and concluded her arguments at 2.25 p.m.  Then, Mr. M.N. Rao, learn
ed counsel for the respondents started arguments at 2.25 P.M. and  concluded at 2.40 P.M.  The
reafter, Mr. L.Nageswar Rao, learned senior counsel replied for about 15 minutes. Hearing conc
luded.

Judgment reserved.

Civil Appeal Nos. 363/2002, 366/2002 and 372/2002  are not ready appeals hence delinked.  Four
 weeks’ time is granted to take steps to serve the unserved respondents.
 

     (MAHABEER SINGH)       (PREM PRAKASH)
      COURT MASTER      COURT MASTER
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