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  Dalbir  Singh                                      Appellant(s)

                             VERSUS

  State of U.P.                                      Respondent(s)

  ( With office report)

   With
  Crl.A.No.480/99 (With  appln. for exemption from filing O.T.

DATE : 1-8-2002:  This matter was  called on for hearing today.@@
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CORAM:
     HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE U.C. BANERJEE
     HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. AGRAWAL

 For Appellant(s):      Appellant in person.

In Crl.A.480/99         Mr. T.N. Singh, Adv.
                        Mr. A.S. Pundir, Adv.

 For Respondent(s):     Mr. T.N. Singh, Adv.
                        Mr. A.S. Pundir, Adv.

In Crl.480/99           Respondent in person.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R
..........L.....I.......T................T.......T.......T.......T..J.
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                On  23rd April, 1999, a two Judge Bench of this Court
          upon noticing the decision in Lakhjit Singh and another vs.@@
                                        CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC    
          State  of  Punjab  (1994  (1) Suppl.   SCC  173),  and  the@@
          CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC                                          
          subsequent  decision  in Sangaraboina Sreenu vs.  State  of@@
                                   CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC      CCCCCCCCC
          A.P.   (1997 (5) SCC 348) and by reason of there being some@@
          CCCC                                                       
          inconsistency,  was pleased to grant leave.  Today when the
          matter  was taken up for final hearing the learned advocate
                                                              ..2/-
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          appearing  for the respondent contended in the similar  way
          about the apparent inconsistency, more so, by reason of the



          factum of the decision in Lakhjit Singh and another (supra)@@
                                    CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC        
          being  not  considered in Sangaraboina Sreenu (supra).   In@@
                                    CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC              
          that  view of the matter we feel it expedient to direct the
          Registry  to  place  the matters before Hon’ble  the  Chief
          Justice  for  constituting a larger Bench  for  appropriate
          orders.
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          (R.K. Dhawan)                     (Shelly Sengupta)
          Court Master                       Court Master
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