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shri O.Rs Misra for th. applicant. Shri Pankaj
Srivastava brief holder to Shri Satish ChatuBvedi, Counsel
for the respondents.

Vide order dated 21.05.2004, respondents' M.A.
for taking the Z2.,A. on record vas allowed subject to
payment of cost of %.250/= to the applicant. Today,
counsel for the applicant has submitted that C.A. was
not served o TE i.s rather surprising that when
&3F order was d%t@ared Ln court, is point was not
pointed out by the -ounsel for the applicant on 21.05.04.
However, without entering into that controversy , now

k_ﬂ'_‘;_: counsel for the respondents has handed over -~3'250/"
: / & alongwith copy of the Z.A. 6 the counsel for the
[ i B\ applicant today in the ourt itself. Counsel for

v
the applicant seeks and allowed 2 weeks time to file
the R.A. List the case on 25.01.2005 tor admission.

e

Member (J)

/MM./

0K
d- allﬁrCTb tadce QA}’N
Ydawvr i m iﬂfwﬂ) MH

# [bf—( B”I_wau-

) w3/ Sppl ¥
. HeLy #/ﬁa/ ‘y

) ‘5!3 05—
| nmg/ﬁ{ } ﬁ};jw

R
\\5) R Sodel ~-
‘j@ 0. auh by <,
3\ \ b _.},QCL.C_J_:L (<N J\.LC_n’*-d

S




