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  Criminal Appeal No.58 of 2000@@
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  Gade Lakshmi Mangraju                                     APPELLANT
                              VERSUS
  State of A.P.                                            RESPONDENTS
(with office report)

  Date : 02/05/2001 This  Appeal  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.T. THOMAS
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.P. SETHI

  For Appellant  (s)    Mr. Mohit  Mathur,Adv.
                        Mr. K.L. Rathee,Adv.
                        Mr. Subramonium Prasad, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Ms. T. Anamika, Adv.
                        Mr. G. Prabhakar, Adv.v.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R
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                Mr.   Mohit Mathur, counsel for the appellant  started
        his arguments at 2.50 P.M.  and was on his legs when the Court
        rose for the day.  The matter remained part heard.
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        Hemalatha                              (HK Bhatia)
                                               Court Master
______________________________________________________________________
                 ITEM NO. 101 (Part Heard)        COURT NO. 3
______________________________________________________________________

                               Date : 03.5.2001

                      CORAM AND APPEARANCE SAME AS ABOVE

            UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                                  O R D E R
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                Mr.   Mohit Mathur, counsel for the appellant  resumed
        his  arguments  at  11.55  P.M.  and  argued  till  2.25  p.m.
        Thereafter,  Ms.   T.   Anamika, counsel  for  the  respondent
        argued till 3.25 p.m.  Arguments concluded.
                Judgment reserved.
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                (N.K. GOEL)                     (H.K. BHATIA)@@
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                COURT MASTER                    COURT MASTER@@
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