I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6489 OF 2005

DR. B. MADHUSUDHAN REDDY .. APPELLANT( s)
Ver sus
PEELA POTHI NAI DU & ORS. .. RESPONDENT( s)
W TH

ClVIL APPEAL NOs. 6486-6487 OF 2005

DR. B. MADHUSUDHAN REDDY .. APPELLANT( s)
Ver sus
PEELA POTHI NAI DU & ORS. ETC. ETC. .. RESPONDENT( s)
ORDER

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 6489 OF 2005:

Thi s appeal by special |eave arises from
the judgnent of the Andhra Pradesh Hi gh Court
di sposing of three wit petitions praying for
di verse reliefs. The principal grievance raised

inthe wit petition was issuance of GO dated
2

22.6.2004 by reconstituting t he Sri Justice

B. K. Somasekhara Conmi ssion after withdrawi ng GO

Ms. No. 544 dated 4.8.2001 and GO Ms. No. 553

dated 8.8.2001 under which the Government had

formed opinion that the continued exi stence of

t he Conmmi ssi on was unnecessary and t her eby t he
Government of Andhra Pradesh directed that the

Conmi ssion of Inquiry shall be deened to have
ceased to exist with effect fromthe first day

of Decenber, 1999. In GO Ms. No. 58 dat ed



22.6.2004, it was directed that the Conmi ssion
of Inquiry woul d be deenmed to have conti nued
with effect from 1. 12.1999 and shall continue
its inquiry fromwhere it was stopped.
2. The controversy rel ates to Yel eru
irrigation scam
3. On 19.10.2005, this Court granted | eave.
Thereafter orders have been passed fromtine to
time. The | ast order dated 30. 10. 2013 reads as
fol | ows:

A counter-affidavit has been filed by the

Governnent of Andhra Pradesh through its

Pri nci pal Secretary, Irrigation & CAD

Depart ment . The affidavit states that

di sciplinary action was initiated agai nst

as many as 21 governnent enpl oyees besi des

one Sub-Judge, one CGovernnent Pl eader and
five judicial staff of whom 6 have been

3
accorded puni shment al ready. The present
st at us of disciplinary action against
gover nnent enpl oyees involved in Yeleru

Scam and agai nst whom the di sciplinary
action has not yet attained finality, are
set-out as follows:

SI. Nane & Designation of Stage of t he
No OFficer di sciplinary Case
1. Sri V. Sarma Rao., Di sciplinary

I AS., (Retd) proceedi ngs initiated

agai nst the Menber of
formerly

Service by fram ng
Commi ssi oner, Soci a

charges under Al'S (D&A)

wel fare
Rul es 1969, vi de
GOR. No.1242, G A
(SC. D Dept . , dt:
30. 03. 2000 for t he

irregularities

conmitted by him while
wor ki ng as Commi ssi oner
of Social Welfare A P.,

Hyder abad.

Enquiry conduct ed
Gover nnent after due
pr ocedur es deci de to

i npose a penalty of
"50% cut in pension and
gratuity" against the

menber s of servi ce.
Accor di ng proposal s

wer e subm tted to
Gover nnment of I ndi a

vi de



Lr. No. 72/ Sc. Df A3/ 1998-5
3, dt: 21. 05. 2010.
Orders of the Govt., of
India are await ed.

Sri K. Sukhender Departmental action was
Reddy, I AS., fornerly initiated against the
J.Sto Govt., |&CAD officials of I & CAD
Depart nent . Depart nent . After

exam ni ng the WsDs of
the A . Gs the charges
were entrusted to the

i nquiring Aut hority
(CA) to conduct common
enqui ry. Sri K.

Sukkhendar Reddy, |AS
(Retd.) filed O A
No. 1010/ 2000 before the
CAT, Hyderabad Bench
chal | engi ng t he
di sciplinary
proceedi ngs. In its
orders dt.10. 08. 2001
the CAT has di sposed
the O A quashing the
charge Meno issued to
Sri K. Sukhendar Reddy,
IAS (Retd.) vide GO
Rt. No.1238, G A (SC. D)
Depart ment dated
30. 03. 2000. Gover nnent
after carefu
exam nation filed WP.
No. 19111/2001 agai nst
the CAT's orders. The
Hon’ bl e High Court in
its orders dt.
18. 09. 2001 grant ed
i nteri msuspension of
the CAT' s order.
The High Court inits
further orders in
WP.MP No. 24044/ 2001
and WP.MP. No.
3257/ 2001 in W P.
No. 19111/ 2001
dat ed. 20. 12. 2001
directed t he State
Gover nnment not to
proceed with t he
enqui ry agai nst t he
respondent, pendi ng
further orders. The
chairman CO has been
i nformed accordingly

Sri D. Part hasar at hy, The report of ca is

(retd) formerly awai t ed.

Asst. Secy to CGovt.,

| &CAD Depart ment .

Sri P.Vi swswara Rao, The report of ca is

fornmerly, Section awai t ed.

Oficer, |&CAD

Department. Now

Asst. Secretary

Sri M Subhan khan, The report of ca is

fornmerly Asst Section awaited.



O ficer, |&CAD

Depart ment
Sri N. Seshagri Rao He was arrested and
Executive Engi neer suspended whil e working
(Retd) YRC Division, as a Executi ve
Peddapuram | &CAD Engi neer, YRC
Depart ment Di vi si on, Peddapur am
He was retired in
suspensi on, further he
i s taking provisional
pensi on of Rs6,167/- in
t he Depart nent
Sm. Anitha CA Conducted enquiry
Raj endran, |AS forner and submtted enquiry
Revenue Divi si onal report hol di ng t hat
of ficer, Revenue charges franed agai nst
Dept . , t he C. o not hel d
pr oved. Accordi ngly
further action was
Dr opped.
Sr. B.R S. Prasad, CO Conducted enquiry
forner and submtted enquiry
Sr. Asst. Revenue report hol di ng t hat
Dept . , charges franmed agai nst
t he C. O not hel d
proved. Accordingly
further action was
Dr opped.
Snt. M Leela, former Furt her action was
Dy. Tahsil dar, dropped based on report
Revenue Dept., of CCLA.
Sri A Krishna Rao, The Col | ect or,
(Retd) forner Spl. Vi sakhapat nam has
Tahsi | dar, Revenue reported t hat t he
Dept ., charged officer has not
i nvolved in the alleged
| oss of noney and he
was di scharged fromthe
Crim nal case.
Sri B.Ammaji Rao, The Col | ector,
(retd) forner Spl. Vi sakhapat nam Di stri ct
Tahsi | dar, Revenue has reported that the
Dept . , charged of ficer has not
i nvol ved in the alleged
| oss of noney and he
was di scharged from
Crim nal case.
6
Sri. S. Chinnayya Subnmitted t hat, ca
Chari, forner submitted enqui ry
Tahsi | dar, Revenue report holding that the
Dept . , charge farmed agai nst
CO hel d not proved. The
Co has filed
O A. No. 5679/ 2005 and
t he hon’ ble  Tri bunal
directed to pass final
orders. The matter was
exam ned and decided to
drop further action
agai nst the CO
Sri. P.Surya Rao, ca submitted report
fornmer Sr.Asst, hol di ng that the charge
Revenue Dept ., framed agai nst hi m not
pr oved.

Sri. B. Chandrasekhar ca submitted report



Rao, forner Sr.Asst. hol di ng that the charge

Revenue Dept., framed agai nst hi m not
pr oved.
2. It is seen fromthe above that as
agai nst V. Sarnma Rao, IAS (retired),

formerly Conmi ssioner, Social Wlfare, the
State has decided to inpose a penalty of

50% cut in pension and gratuity. The
proposal to this effect has been subnitted
to the central governnent way back on

21.5.2010 but the central governnent has
not issued any order so far

3. The Chief Secretary, CGovernnent of
Andhra Pradesh shall send the reminder to
the Governnent of India for expediting the
order in respect of the above. W expect
the Governnment of India to do the needfu
expedi ti ously.

4. As regards K. Sukhender Reddy, |AS,
f or mer J.S. to Gover nnent , | &CAD
Department, it transpires that the matter
is pending before the High Court of Andhra
Pradesh in Wit Petition (C) No. 19111 of
2011. Since the matter is pending before
the Hi gh Court for about 12 years, we
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request the High Court to expedite the
hearing of wit petition (C) No. 19111 of
2001.

5. In respect of D. Parthasarat hy,
Formerly Assistant Secretary to Government,
| &CAD  Depart nent, P. Vi swswar a Rao,

fornmerly Section Oficer, |&CAD Depart nent
and M Subhan Khan, Assistant Section

O ficer, |&CAD Departnent, the annexure
appended to the affidavit states that with
regard to them the report of the Ca is
awai ted. The concerned CO is expected to
concl ude the inquiry expeditiously.

6. The di sciplinary action agai nst
Anitha Rajendra, |IAS, and B.R S. Prasad,
former Sr. Assistant, Revenue Depart nent
have been dropped as in the inquiry, the
charges agai nst them were not found to be
proved.

7. The action agai nst M Leela
former Deputy Tahsildar, Revenue Depart nent
has al so been dropped on the basis of
report of CCLA

8. The crininal case against A Krishna
Rao, (Retd.), former Special Tahsildar,
Revenue Department is closed as he was

di scharged fromthat case. So is the case
of B. Ammaji Rao (Retd.), fornmer Special
Tahsi | dar, Revenue Departnent.

9. Furt her action against S. Chinnayya
Chari, Fornmer Tahsildar, Revenue Depart nent



has al so been dropped as in the inquiry
report, the charge was held to be not
pr oved.

10. As regards P. Surya Rao and B

Chandr asekhar Rao, bot h f or mer Sr.
Assi stant, Revenue Departnent, the charges
agai nst them have not been proved but no

final decision has been taken by the
governnent with regard to them The state
governnent should take a final call in
respect of them wi thout any del ay.

11. As regards crimnal cases, it appears
that the District & Sessions Judge,
8

Vi sakhapatnam filed 9 conplaints in CC Nos.
74-82 of 2000 against 6 of the 15 persons
identified by the CI D and di scharged the

ot her 9 accused. Agai nst the order of
di scharge, CID preferred Crimnal Appea

No. 1769 of 2000 before the Hi gh Court of
Andhra Pradesh. The 6 accused have al so
filed separate crimnal appeal bei ng
Crimnal Appeal Nos. 1658 to 1665 of 2000.
These crimnal appeals are reported to be
pendi ng before the H gh Court of Andhra
Pradesh. W request the High Court to hear
and decide these crininal appeals at the
earliest.

12. Sone nore crimnal appeals arising
fromthe conplaints filed by the District &
Sessi ons Judge, Vi sakhapat nam  bei ng
Crimnal Appeal Nos. 971 of 1999, 587 of
1999 and 907 of 1999 are pending before the
H gh Court of Andhra Pradesh

13. W request the H gh Court to hear and
deci de the above crim nal appeal s as
expeditiously as may be possi ble and
preferably within six months fromthe date
of receipt of copy of this order as the
appeal s are already pending for about 14
years.

14. The District & Sessions Judge,
Vi sakhapatnam shall expedite the inquiry
in Cl.MP. No.130 of 1998 (which rel ates

to OP. No. 15 of 1990 on the file of Sub-
Judge, Anakapal li) expeditiously.

15. As regards |land acquisition matters,
it is stated that 782 | and acqui sition
appeal s have been filed before the High
Court of Andhra Pradesh. O the 782
acqui sition appeals, 121 appeal s have been
heard and judgnent is reserved.

16. The counter-affidavit has been filed
by the Government of Andhra Pradesh on
8.7.2013. It may be possible that by this
tinme, the High Court has pronounced the
j udgnent in the 121 land acquisition
appeals. If the judgnment in those appeal s
have not been pronounced, we expect that to
9



be pronounced soon. As regards remaining
appeal s, we request the High Court to bear
and deci de them as expeditiously as may be
possi bl e.
17. Certain special |eave petitions are
pendi ng before this Court, some at the
i nstance of government and 4 at the
i nstance of the clai nants. The Registrar
(J-11) of this Court will take appropriate
directions fromHon' ble the Chief Justice
and if these matters are ripe for hearing,
the sane may be posted for hearing as per
the direction of Hon ble the Chief Justice.
18. The fresh status report shall be filed
by the Governnment of Andhra Pradesh on
15. 1. 2014.
4, I n pursuance of the above direction, an
affidavit has been filed by the Governnent of
Andhra Pradesh giving the | atest status of the
action taken in various proceedings (crimnal and
civil) and also disciplinary proceedi ngs agai nst
the government officials and the nmenbers/staff of
the subordinate judiciary involved in the scam
In the affidavit filed on 10.1.2014, the State
Government has asserted that no real culprit has
been allowed to go scot free and those officers
i nvol ved have been identified and acti on has been
initiated agai nst t hem It is stated t hat

di sciplinary action has been initiated agai nst 21

gover nnent enpl oyees besi des one Sub-Judge, one
10

Governnent Pl eader and five judicial staff from

anong whom puni shnent has al ready been inposed

on six officials and the Judicial Oficer has

been di sm ssed from service

5. I n annexure-1, annexed with the affidavit,

t he st age of di sciplinary action agai nst
gover nnent enpl oyees involved in Yel eru Scam has

been mentioned which is as follows:

STAGE OF DI SCI PLI NARY ACTI ON AGAI NST GOVERNMVENT EMPLOYEES
I'N VOLVED IN YELERU SCAM



3)

4)

5)

Sl . No Nane & Designation Stage of the disciplinary Case

of Oficer
1. Sri V. Sarm Di sci plinary proceedi ngs
Rao., |AS., initiated agai nst t he
(Ret d) Member of Servi ce by
formerly fram ng charges under Al'S
Conmi ssi oner, (D&A) Rul es 1969, vide
Soci al wel fare G O Rt.No. 1242, G A
(SC. D) Dept . , dat ed
30. 03. 2000 for t he
irregularities
conmitted by him while
wor ki ng as Commi ssi oner
of Social Welfare A P.,
Hyder abad. Enquiry
conduct ed, Gover nnent
after due pr ocedur es
deci de to i mpose a
penalty of "50% cut in
pensi on and gratuity”
agai nst the nenbers of
servi ce. Accor di ng
proposal s were subnitted
to Governnent of India
vi de
Lr. No. 72/ Sc. D/ A3/ 1998- 53,
dt: 21. 05. 2010.
Orders of the Govt., of
I ndi a are awai t ed.
Rem nded on 20.12.2013
2. 1) Sri. K. For t he irregularities
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Sukhender Reddy, allegedly committed by
I AS (Retd) the officials of |I&CAD
formerly J.S. Dept., in paynent of
to Govt., |&CAD conpensation in
Dept . , acquisition of lands to
t he Yel uru Reservoir
Pr oj ect, depart nent al
Sri.D. action was initiated
Part hasar at hy, agai nst the officials of
Asst . Secy., | & CAD Departnent. After
(Retd) | &CAD exami ning the WSDs of the
Dept . , A G t he char ges wer e
entrusted to t he
Sri P. inquiring Authority Dr.
Vi sweswara rao., C. S. Rangachari, (Cd) to
f or mer Section conduct common enquiry.

O ficer, | &CAD Sri K. Sukkhendar Reddy,
Dept . , IAS (Retd.) filed O A
No. 1010/ 2000 before the
CAT, Hyder abad Bench,

Sri. M Subhan
chal I engi ng the

khan, f ormer

di sci plinary proceedings.
Asst . Secti on

The Tri bunal inits
O ficer, | &CAD

final orders dat ed
Dept .,

10. 08. 2001

quashed the Charge Meno

in respect of Sri K

Sukhendar Reddy, I AS
(Retd.) Governnent filed

W P. No. 19111/ 2001 before



the Hon’ bl e Hi gh Court

chal | engi ng t he CAT
orders. The Hon’ bl e High
Court in its orders

directed the Governnent

not to proceed with the

enqui ry agai nst Sri
K. Sukhendar Reddy, I AS
(Retd.) pending further
orders.

The Chai r man,

Commi ssi oner ate of

i nqui res, has stated that

the enquiry in this case

was post poned unti |
further orders in view of

the H gh Court orders in

case of Sri K. Sukhendar

Reddy, | AS(Retd.) and
t hat in Vi ew of t he
request made by t he

counsel for other three
Charged O ficers, to the
effect that the enquiry
12

into the charges agai nst
them may al so be kept in
abeyance and resuned as
and when the stay is

vacat ed. Presenting
O ficer had al so agreed
for t he request and

t heref ore requested that

when ever the WP. in the
other matter is finally

di sposed of f or t he
ground for conducting the
Inquiry in this matter is
cleared, the case may be
re-entrusted afresh.
Government after careful
exani nation of the matter
decided to proceed with

the enquiry against the

rest of t he Char ged
O ficers and accordi ngly,
orders issued appointing

Dr. Prenthand, |AS(Retd.)
Menber , Conmi ssi oner at e
of Inquires, Ceneral

Admi ni stration

Depart nent , as t he
I nqui ring Aut hority to
Inquire into the charges
franmed agai nst Sarvasri
D. Par t hasar at hy, t he
then Asst. Secretary to

Govt. (Retd.),

P. Vi sweswar ar ao, t he
t hen Secti on Oficer
(Retd.) and M Subhan
Khan, t he t hen Asst .
Secti on Oficer of
Irrigation and CAD
Depart nment, now Deputy

Secretary to Gover nment
in accordance with the
procedure laid down in



10.

Sri N. Seshagri
Rao Executive
Engi neer (Retd)

YRC Di vi si on

Peddapur am
| &CAD Depar t ment
Snt. Anitha

Raj endran, |AS

f ormer Revenue
Di vi si onal

of ficer, Revenue
Dept .,

Sr. B.R S.
Prasad, forner
Sr. Asst. Revenue
Dept .,

Snt. M Leel a,
fornmer Dy.
Tahsi | dar,
Revenue Dept.,
Sri A Krishna
Rao, (Retd)
former Spl.
Tahsi | dar,
Revenue Dept .,

the AP.C.S. (CC&) Rules
1991. The Inquiry report
is awaited.

W t hhol di ng 100% pensi on

CA Conducted Enquiry and
submitted enquiry report

13
hol di ng t hat char ges
franmed against the C O
is not hel d proved.
Accordingly further

action was Dropped. Vide

Meno No. 6186/ Vig.111(1)/
2001- 47Revenue Dept ., dt.
2. 3.2002

CA Conducted Enquiry and
subnitted enquiry report

hol di ng t hat char ges
franmed against the C O

is not hel d pr oved.
Accordi ngly, further

action was Dropped. Vide
Meno No. 6186/ Vig.111(1)/
2001- 50, Revenue Dept .,

Dt . 30. 12. 2002.

Furt her action was
dr opped based on report
of CCLA.

The pr oposal from

Col | ect or, Vi sakhapat nam
was recei ved by
Govt., on 16.05. 2000 for
initiating di sciplinary

action against him Sri

A. Krishna Rao, worked as
Spl Tahr. LA during the
period from23.08.94 to
14.03.95 and retired from
service on 31.08.96. The
occurrence of delinquency
was on 14. 03. 95.
charges were framed till
recei pt of the proposa

i.e., 16. 05. 2000.

f our peri od sti pul at ed
under 9(2) (b) of APRP
Rul es, 1980 was expired

by 13.03.1999 i.e. before
recei pt of the proposa

itself by t he Govt.
O ders in circulation
wer e passed for dropping
further action

07. 06. 2000. The Col | ect or
VSP, has been requested
vide Govt. Menp No. 6186-
Avig. 111(1)

/2001-34 dt:09.10.01 to
14



11.

12.

Sri  B. Anmgj
Rao, (retd)
former Spl.
Tahsi | dar,
Revenue Dept.,

Sri. S.Chinnayya
Chari, forner
Tahsi | dar,
Revenue Dept.,

take action as per para 5
of GO Rt.No. 1097,
Fin(Pen.1)Dept.Dt.22.06.2

000 and to send a
detail ed report. The
Col | ect or,

Vi sakhapat nam di st. Vi de
his |r.dt.15.03.2012 has
reported that the charged
of ficer has not involved
in the alleged | oss of
noney and he was
di scharged from Crim na
case.

The pr oposal from t he
Col | ect or, Vi sakhapat nam
was recei ved by t he
Govt., on 16.05. 2000 for
initiating di sciplinary
action agai nst Sri

B. Ammaj i Rao, who worked
as Spl.Tahsildar, L.Ain
Revenue Di vi si on

Nar si pat nam from 6. 4. 1994
to 9.3.1996. He retired

from service on
31. 08. 1998. The
occurrence of t he
del i nquency was on
9. 3. 1996. t he 4 years
peri od as sti pul at ed
under 9( 2) (b) of APRP
Rul es, 1980 expired by
8.2.2000 i.e., bef ore

recei pt of the proposa
it self by the Govt.
orders in circulation was

passed for dr oppi ng
further action on
7.6.2000. the Collector

VSP di st. Has been

requested vide Govt. Meno

No. 6186-/Vig.111(1)/2001-

34, Dt.9.10.2001 to take

action as per para 5

of

G O Rt. No. 1097, Fi n(Pen. 1)

Dept Dt.22.06.2000 and to

send a detailed report.

The Col | ector,

Vi sakhapat nam di st. Vi de

his Ir.dt.15.03.2012 has

reported that the charged
15

of ficer has not involved
in the alleged | oss of
nmoney and he was
di scharged from Cri m na
case

Submitted t hat, CcaO
submitted enquiry report
hol di ng that the charge
farmed agai nst CO held

not proved. The Co has
filed O A. No. 5689/ 2005
and the Hon’ ble Tribuna
directed to pass fina



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

gi ven

orders. The matter was
exam ned and decided to
drop further action
agai nst t he Co
Accordingly orders were
i ssued vi de
G O R . No. 167, Rev
(Vig.111) Dept
dt. 19. 01. 2006.
Sri. P.Surya ca submitted report
Rao, forner hol di ng that the charge
Sr. Asst, Revenue franmed agai nst hi m not
Dept ., proved.
Sri. ca submitted report
B. Chandr asekhar hol ding that the charge
Rao, forner framed agai nst hi m not
Sr. Asst. Revenue proved.
Dept .,
Sri. P.Swany, Di smissal from service
formerly, senior
G vil Jude
Anakapal l'i, Law
Dept .,
Sri. Lova Raju, Disnissal from service.
Juni or
Assi stant, Sub
Court
Anakapal l'i, Law
Dept .,
Sri. Conpul sory retirenent.
S. Vi swanadham
Juni or Asst, Sub
Court
Anakapal l'i, Law
Dept .,
Sri. Hol di ng of pension since
L. A. Nar asi mha retired.
Mur t hy,
Sheri stadar, Sub
Court
Anakapal l'i, Law
16
Dept .,
19. Sri. 1. Conpul sory retirenent.
Ramal i ngeswar a
Swany, Juni or
Asst., Sub Court
Chodavaram Law
Dept .,
20. Sm K Rever si on to her | ower
Kal avat hi , cadre.
Juni or Asst.,
Sub Court
Chodavaram Law
Dept .,
21. Sri. U. Varahal a Conpul sory retirenent
Raj u, junior
Assi st ant,
Princi pal Junior
Cvil Judge’'s
Court
Vi sakhapat nam
Law Depart nment
In annexure-|1, t he details have
about t he enquries under Secti on

been

340



C.P.C. In annexure-111, statement of pending

| and acquisition cases in Andhr a Pr adesh Hi gh

Court has been given

7. In the affidavit, the details of the | and

acquisition matters al | owed by t he Andhr a

Pradesh Hi gh Court, anounts which are due from

the claimants and the details of the restitution

petitions which are still pending on the file of

t he Sub- Court, Anakapal i, Vi sakhapat nama have
been i ndi cat ed. Detail s have al so been given

about vari ous restitution petitions whi ch have

been all owed by the Andhra Pradesh H gh Court
17

directing t he cl ai mant s to re-deposi t t he
anounts withdrawn by themwith 12%interest from

t he date of recei pt of t he anount s til
realization.

8. The cl ai mant s did not re-deposi t t he

amounts and as such the Col |l ector, Visakhapatnam

directed the MRO Anakapalli to recover the sane
under Revenue Recovery Act. In some matters,
after execution petitions have been al | owed,

notices were issued to auction the properties but
the same could not be carried further in view of

the stay order passed by the Hi gh Court.

9. W have carefully consi der ed t he st at us
report submitted by t he Gover nnent of Andhr a
Pr adesh. We are satisfied that the matter need

not remai n pending before this Court any nore.
10. Cvil Appeal is, accordingly, disposed of.
The State shall take all pending proceedings to
their |ogical conclusion. No costs.
Cl VIL APPEAL NOS. 6486-6487 OF 2005:

In view of order passed today in Givi

Appeal No. 6489 of 2005, nothing remains to be
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deci ded in t hese appeal s. Cvil Appeal are

di sposed of. No costs.

............................ J.
(R M LODHA)
............................ J.
(SH VA KI RTI SI NGH)
NEW DELHI ;
APRI L 2, 2014.
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| TEM NO. 111 COURT NO. 2 SECTION XI 1 A
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD COF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 6489 OF 2005
DR. B. MADHUSUDHAN REDDY Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
PEELA POTHI NAI DU & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

W TH

Civil Appeal Nos. 6486-6487 of 2005
(Wth office report)

Dat e: 02/ 04/2014 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE R M LODHA

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SHI VA KI RTI SI NCH
For Appellant(s) M. P. Vinay Kumar, Adv.

R. Sundaravar dhan, Sr. Adv.
G N. Reddy, Adv.

Debojit Borkakati, Adv.

Bal a Shi vudu M, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M
M.
M.
M
M. @untur Prabhakar, Adv.

M. R Gopal akri shnan, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Civil Appeals are disposed of in terns of signed
order with no order as to costs.

(Pardeep Kurmar) (Renu Di wan)



AR- cum PS Court Master
[ SIGNED ORDER |'S PLACED ON THE FI LE]



