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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 490 OF 2003
S. RANGA RAO Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

M LAKSHVA REDDY & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report )

WTH G vil Appeal NO 539-541 of 2003

(Wth office report)

CONMT. PET. (C) NO. 32 of 2002 in CA No. 6862/2000

(Wth appln. for directions and inpleadnment and with office report)

Dat e: 09/02/2010 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE J. M PANCHAL
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE A K. PATNAI K
For Appellant(s) M. S. Udaya Kumar Sagar, Adv.

Ms. Bi na Madhavan, Adv.

M. Tarun Satija, Adv.

MS. Lawyer’S Knit & Co, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Manoj Saxena, Adv.
T. V. George, Adv.
M P. Meharai, Adv.
G Ranakri shna Prasad, Adv.
Amar pal , Adv.
B. Suej odhan, Adv.
Vimal Chandra S. Dave
Ms.D. Bharathi Reddy
M. @ntur Prabhakar, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The appeal s are disposed of in terms of the

si gned order.

(Neetu Sachdeva) (Mthlesh Gupta)
Sr. P.A Court Master

(signed order is placed on the file)
I N THE SURPEME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 490 OF 2003
S. RANGA RAO Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
M LAKSHVA REDDY & ORS. Respondent ( s)
W TH
CIVIL APPEAL NO. 539-541 OF 2003

AND



CONMT. PET. (C) NO. 32 of 2002 in CA No. 6862/2000

ORDER

Learned counsel for the appellant states that the appeals
have becone infructuous and prays that they be di sposed of
accordi ngly.

In view of the statement nade at the Bar, the appeals are
di sposed of as having becone infructuous.

As the appeal s are di sposed of, consequently I.A for

i mpl eadnent directions and cont enpt pr oceedi ngs do
survi ve. Therefore, they also stand di sm ssed.
.................... J.
(J. M PANCHAL)
NEW DELH
FEBRUARY 9, 2010 e J.

(A. K. PATNAIK)

not



