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Mr. B Ran, Advorcare for the respondents,

I'here are serions ervors w1 the wnpuygmes] dgment. Taen
the operative part portion of the judgnent has nor been tvped.
The learned counsel for the appellanes shall make an application
for review or correction w1 the judgment before the leamed teial
Court.  Adter the corrections are earmied out, the copy of the

cortected pudgment and also the decres: shall he filed.

B bisted for orders on 29% Agpust, 2002,
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2 2982002 Present - Ms Sapna Ral, Advooate appearing as prowy counsel fior }"-n BTy = J:ILE
Mi. N B Kharga, Advecate for the appelbanty i 4w ':-'L‘*-'i ot
B N Ran with Ms. Jvont Kharka, Advocates for the baler. ' e o
respesndenis

an application for adjournment has been filed on behalf
of the appellamts on the geound that certified copy of the judgment

has been applicd for, However, the record of the Tesmed trial courl

14 before the Court and the mader can be decided om the basis of

the record in the Courl. The application s rejecid
Heaid, Mo substantial guestion of law arises  The

appeal 13 dismissed in Hinipe
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( Bipusadan Dayal )
Chief Justice
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