C. A No. 2552 OF 2001
| TEM No. 106 COURT NO. 9 SECTI ON Xl |

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2552 OF 2001@@
CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCceccccce

JAGAN M SESHADRI ... APPELLANT

VERSUS

STATE OF TAM L NADU & ANR . . . RESPONDENTS
(Wth office report)

Date : 05/03/2003 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE SHI VARAJ V. PATIL
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARI JI T PASAYAT

For Appellant (s) R Anand Padmanabhan, Adv.
Anritha Sarayoo, Adv.

Pranod Dayal , Adv.
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For Respondent (s) M R. Shah, Adv.

Sushma Suri, Adv.

5=

M. P.N Ramalingam Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
....... I e e
. SP2
The  appeal is dismssed as havi ng becone
i nfruct uous.
. SP1
Sarita (Shel l'y Sengupt a)
Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
. PA
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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 2552 CF 2001@@
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JAGAN M SESHADRI ... APPELLANT

VERSUS
STATE OF TAM L NADU & ANR ... RESPONDENTS
O R D E R@@
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. SP2
Learned counsel for the appellant states that the
appeal does not survive for consideration, in other words,
it has become infructuous. The appeal is dismssed as such.
. SP1
.................... J.
(Shivaraj V. Patil)
New Del hi, J.

March 5, 2003. (Arijit Pasayat)



