| TEM NO. 120 COURT NO. 6 SECTI ON | VA
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 5857 OF 2006
SYED ASHRAF Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

LILY D SOUZA & ORS.

Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for directions and with office report)

Date: 19/07/2011 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD
For Appell ant(s) M. Basava Prabhu Patil, Sr. Adv.
M. Joseph Pookkatt, Adv.
M. B.S.lyengar, Adv.
M. Prashant Kumar, Adv. for
MS. Ap & J Chanbers
For Respondent (s) M. Jagjit Singh Chhabra, Adv.

UPON heari ng counsel

The Appeal

M. Grish Ananthanurthy, Adv.
M. P.P. Singh , Adv

M Arvind Verma, Sr. Adv.
|3 Kashi Vi shweshwar, Adv.
M . Vishruti Vijay, Adv.
M. A. Sumat hi, Adv.

M R C. Kohli , Adv

Ms. Anitha Shenoy , Adv

M. Mani sh K Bi shnoi , Adv

ORDER

the Court made the follow ng

is dismssed in ternms of the signed order.

Application for direction also stands di sm ssed.

( Raj esh Dham) (

Court

ClVIL APPEAL NO(s).

SYED ASHRAF

Mast er
(signed order is placed on the file)
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

5857 OF 2006

VERSUS

LILY D SOQUZA & ORS.

Heard | earned counsel

0] R D E R

for the appearing parties.

Indu Satija )
Court Master

Appel I ant (s)

Respondent ( s)



Havi ng gone t hr ough t he i mpugned  j udgnent
26. 09. 2005 passed by the Hi gh Court of Karnataka and having
perused the record, we are of the opinion that there is no
infirmty in the inpugned judgment and hence it does not
call for our interference.

Havi ng no nerit, the Appeal is dism ssed.

Application for direction also stands di sm ssed.

NEW DELHI ; J.
JULY 19, 2011 ( CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD)

dat ed



