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                                 RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

  Writ Petition (C) No.256/1999

  NARENDRA NATH AGGARWAL                                Petitioner (s)

                                        VERSUS

  U.O.I. & ANR.                                         Respondent (s)

  (With appln. for stay)

  Date : 23/08/2001   This Petition was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.P. BHARUCHA
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE Y.K. SABHARWAL
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHAN

  For Petitioner (s)    Mr. Sewa Ram, Adv.
                        Mr. P.K. Manohar, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. Rajiv Nanda, Mr.S.N.Terdol, Advs.
                        for Mr.B.K. Prasad, Adv.

                        Mr.K.B. Sounder Rajan, Adv.

                   UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                    O R D E R
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                The writ petition is dismissed as withdrawn.

.SP1
        (N. Annapurna)                            (Shelly Sengupta)
         Court Master                                Court Master

                   (Signed order is placed on the file.)
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                       WRIT PETITION (C) NO.256 OF 1999@@
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        Narendra Nath Aggarwal                           ....Petitioners)



                versus

        U.O.I. & Anr.                                    ...Respondent(s)

                                   O R D E R@@
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                Learned  counsel  for the writ petitioner states that  the
        writ  petition  has become infructuous by reason of the fact  that
        the  Monopolies  and  Restrictive Trade  Practices  Commission  is
        proposed to be wound up.  On his application, the writ petition is
        dismissed as withdrawn accordingly.
                No order as to costs.
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