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HDn'ble Mr« VoKo Ssth^f AoMo 

Hon^ble MTo D cC<, f̂ennaL ^oMo

i
Ibr Applicants-Srlo Supendran P , Adv«

For Respondents?- Dr® Do Chandra<> Adv &

Sri* Manik Sinha, M v«

Sri. STarendraniP, learned cjoxinsel 

for applicant in OoA«6^/92 and 324/92 states 

at the Bar that these OoAoS have becoms in-

fructuous as the griev^cs of the applicant
i|

in the two cases has b^en redressed by the 

respondents. We therefore dismiss these

O.AeS as infructuotis. I
I

Interim order ip any stands vacated. 

Copies of this pfder te plaoad in 

both the fileso !
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