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            ˜

  SUPREME COURT LEGAL SERVICES COMMITTEE & ANR.          Petitioners

                              VERSUS

  U.O.I. & ANR.                                          Respondents

  Date : 20/02/2003   These appeals were called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :

           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S. RAJENDRA BABU
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.P. MATHUR

  For Appellant (s)     Mrs. K. Sarada Devi, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. S. Wasim A. Quadri, Adv.
                        Mr. S.N. Terdol, Adv.
                    for Mr. V.K. Verma, Adv.

                   UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                                    O R D E R

.....L.....I....T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......J....R

.SP2
           Heard the learned counsel for the parties for about 15
     minutes.  The writ petitions stand dismissed as infructuous.
.SP1

           (A.S. Bisht)                        (Om Prakash)
            Court Master                        Court Master

                 (Signed order is placed on the file)
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                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                   CRIMINAL ORIGINAL  JURISDICTION

                WRIT PETITION (CRL.) NOS.24-25  OF 1997@@
                EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

  SUPREME COURT LEGAL SERVICES COMMITTEE & ANR.        PETITINOER(S)

                                :VERSUS:

  UNION OF INDIA AND ANR.                               RESPONDENT(S)

                               O R D E R@@
                               EEEEEEEEE

..L.....I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T........J...R

.SP2
        Inasmuch as the accused has already served the sentence we
  do not think that it is a fit case for us to examine the various
  contentions  urged  in  these petitions.   The  writ  petitions,
  therefore, stand dismissed as infructuous.
.SP1

                                        ........................J
                                        ( S. RAJENDRA BABU )@@
                                        BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB

                                        ........................J
                                        ( G.P. MATHUR )@@
                                        BBBBBBBBBBBBBBB

   New Delhi;

   February 20, 2003.


