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              S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
                      
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).1012-1013/2005

(From the judgement and order dated 27/01/2005 in  WP No. 19668/2004 & WP No.
19669/2004  of The HIGH COURT OF A.P  AT HYDERABAD)

DODDI SHARADA & ANR.                                                        Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

COLLECTOR& DIST. MAGISTRATE HYDERABAD & ORS.                                Respondent(s)

(With appl(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned judgment and directions
and permission to file additional documents and office report )

Date: 28/03/2005  These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHAN
        HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE AR. LAKSHMANAN

For Petitioner(s)         Mr. L. Nageswara Rao, Sr. Adv.
                          Mr.R. Santhana Krishnan, Adv.
                          Mr. Sateesh Galla, Adv.
                          Ms. K. Radha Rani, Adv.
                          Mr. D. Mahesh Babu,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R 

                The petitioners have filed W.P. Nos. 19668 and 19669 of 2004 seeking

a writ of Habeas Corpus.    The Division Bench before which the writ petitions

came  up   for  hearing  expressed   its  inability  to  follow  the  two  Division  Bench

Judgments     of   the   same   High   Court   in   the   cases   of    N.   Rami   Reddy   v.

Government of Andhra Pradesh [1997(4) ALT 522(D.B.)] and M. Laxmi Bai v.

Commissioner of Police, Hyderabad [2003(1)ALD 35 (D.B.)].  and, in order to

set the conflict at knot, referred the matter to a Full Bench for its opinion.  The



Full Bench by the impugned order disagreeing with the view taken by the earlier

two   Division   Benches’  Judgments,   has   overruled   the   same.     The   Full  Bench

remanded back the case to the Division Bench for deciding the remaining points

arising in the writ petitions.

            The petitioners being aggrieved by the decision of the Full Bench have

filed the present petitions.  

            Since the writ petitions are yet to be decided by the Division Bench,

counsel appearing for the petitioners seeks to withdraw these petitions reserving

liberty  with   the  petitioners   to  challenge  the  finding  recorded   in  the   judgment

impugned before us in case the writ petitions pending before the Division Bench

of the High Court are dismissed.  Dismissed in terms of the prayer made.

           (J.S. Rawat)                                                       (Kanwal Singh)
          Court Master                                                             Court Maste
r             


