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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 198 OF 2011

MAHAN DAL Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF | NDI A Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for interimRelief)

WTH WP(C) NO 201 of 2011

(Wth office report)

WP(C NO 206 of 2011

(Wth appl n(s) for ex-parte stay and directions and office
report)

WP(C NO 237 of 2011

(Wth appln(s) for ex-parte stay and office report)

WP(C NO 276 of 2011

(Wth appl n(s) for permission to appear and argue in person and
of fice report)

WP(C) NO 283 of 2011

(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling O T. and office report)
SLP(C) NO 18792 of 2011

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption fromfiling C C of the inpugned
judgnent and with prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Dat e: 24/04/2012 These Petitions were called on for hearing
t oday.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A. K. PATNAI K
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SWATANTER KUMAR

For Petitioner(s)
WP.(C) No. 198/11 M. R K Kapoor, Adv.
M. Anis Ahmed Khan, Adv.
M. Ranvijay, Adv.
WP.(C no. 201/11 M. S. K Sabharwal (N. P.)
WP. (C) No. 206/11 M. ML. Sharma, Adv.
WP. (C) No. 237/11 Petitioner-in-person
SLP(C) No. 18792/11 M. Debasis Msra, Adv.(N P.)

WP. (C) No. 276/11 M. Lalji Shukla,
Petitioner-in-person (N P.)

WP. (C) No. 283/11 M. N kil esh Ramachandran, Adv. (N. P.)

For Respondent (s)

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

WP. (C) No. 198/2011

This is a wit petition for quashing the
conposition of the Joint Drafting Conmittee by
the resolution dated 8th April, 2011 of the
respondent to prepare the draft of the Lokpal
Bill.



Since the Joint Drafting Comittee has
al ready completed its work and submitted its
proposals to the Governnent, this wit petition
has becone infructuous and is accordingly
di sni ssed

WP. (C) No. 201/2011

No one appears to press this wit
petition. Even otherwi se, the wit petition has
becone infructuous. The wit petitionis
di smi ssed as having becone infructuous.

WP. (C) No. 206/2011

Heard | earned counsel for the petitioner
who appears in person and states that he wll
withdraw the wit petition and seek appropriate
renedy before the concerned authorities.

The Wit petition is di sm ssed as
Wi t hdr awn.

WP. (C) No. 237/2011
The petitioner who appears in person
states that this wit petition has become

i nfruct uous. The wit petition accordingly is
di smi ssed as infructuous.

WP. (C) No. 276/2011

No one appears to press this wit

petition. Even otherwi se, the wit petition has
becone i nfructuous. The wit petition is
di sm ssed as having becone infructuous.
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WP. (C) No. 283/2011

No one appears to press this wit
petition. Even otherwi se, the wit petition has
becone i nfructuous. The wit petitionis
di smi ssed as having becone infructuous.

SLP(C ) No. 18792/2011

In this speci al | eave petition, the
petitioner has challenged the order of the
Jhar khand Hi gh Court dated 23rd June, 2011
dismissing WP. (PIL) No. 2785 of 2011. By the
wit petition, the petitioner had challenged the
Resol ution dated 8th April, 2011 of the Mnistry
of Law and Justice constituting a Joint Drafting
Conmittee to prepare a draft of the Lokpal Bill.
As the Joint Drafting Conmittee has al ready
completed its work and subnmitted its proposals to
the Governnent, no useful purpose will be served
by entertaining this special |eave petition.

Lear ned counsel for t he petitioner
however, submts that in the inpugned order, the
Hi gh Court has recorded a finding that an action
whi ch causes no harmto anyone or which affects
nobody’ s right cannot be a cause of action for
chal l enge and this finding is not correct.



Wi | e di smi ssi ng this speci al | eave
petition, we observe that the aforesaid finding

of t he H gh Court will not constitute a
pr ecedent.
( DEEPAK MANSUKHANI ) (MS. NEQ)

Court Master Court Master



