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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. 5668-5669/2003
   (From the judgement and order dated 19/12/2003 in HCP 1269/03
   and HCMP 131/03 Cof The HIGH COURT OF MADRAS)

  STATE OF TAMIL NADU AND ANR.                              Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  R. GURUSAMY                                               Respondent (s)

( With Appln(s). for stay and cancellation of bail and office report)
( For Final Disposal )

  Date : 09/07/2004 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE                         
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.P. MATHUR                   
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. MATHUR                   

  For Petitioner (s)Mr. P P Rao, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Manishankar, Adv.
Mr. Maha Shankar Pavani, Adv.
Mr. Abhay Kumar, Adv.
Mr. R Gopal Krishan, Adv.  
                        Mr. Subramonium Prasad.,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)Mr. T R Andhyarujina, Sr. Adv.
Mr. R Shanmughasundram, Adv.
                    Mr. T Harish Kumar, Adv. 
Mr. V Krishnamurthy, Adv.

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

We have perused the communication dated July 7, 2004 from the Review Committee on POTA, addres
sed to S. Ramanathan, father of the respondent.  The Review Committee has communicated the rea
sons why the case of R.R. Gopal alias Nakkheeran Gopal has not received priority for considera
tion before the Review Committee.
The learned counsel for the parties agree that in the event of the Review Committee forming an
 opinion in favour of the detainee, there may be no occasion for examining the legality or oth
erwise of the impugned order passed by the High Court.
Though we appreciate the view taken by the Review Committee in its above-said communication da
ted July 7, 2004, however still we request the Review Committee on POTA to give the case of ac
cused R.R. Gopal alias Nakkheeran Gopal a priority in the matter of hearing and consideration 
 and also request the Review Committee to communicate its decision as far as practicable withi
n a period of four weeks to this Court.
List after four weeks.
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