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SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Cl VI L APPEAL NCS. 7198- 7199 OF 2001

TAM L NADU HOUSI NG BOARD Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
N. V. SUNDARAM & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for permission to file additional docunents and
of fice report)

Dat e: 18/ 02/ 2009 These Appeal s were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY

For Appellant(s) M. E Padmanabhan, Sr. Adv.

Ms. Prom |l a, Adv.
M. S. Thananj ayan, Adv.

For Respondent (s) K. Parasaran, Sr. Adv.

V. Bal aji, Adv.

Vi jay Bhaskar Rao, Adv.

Ranj an Miukherj ee, Adv.

Shant anu Bhowmi ck, Adv.

SSSS5

Ms. Aruna Mat hur, Adv.
for Ms. Arputham Aruna & Co., Advs.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

In our opinion, this is not a fit case to exercise
di scretion under Article 136 of the Constitution of India.

The civil appeals are, accordingly, disnissed.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ I'ndu Satija ]
A R -cumP. S Court Master
[ Signed order is placed on the file]
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ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

In our opinion, this is not a fit case to exercise discretion
under Article 136 of the Constitution of India.

The civil appeals are, accordingly, dismssed.

[ B. SUDERSHAN REDDY]
New Del hi ,
February 18, 2009.



