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dated 8.3.1995, learned counsel for the

B
appllcant, Shri S K «Nayak-1 was not 101295 @@m]\

present to argue the case on behalf of ? £ hea g\ A%
O #NRAXE
the gpplicant. SHri 0.,N.Ghosh representing t: ’S: 5. 98

the respondents was, therefore,heard.Before
the case is finally disposed of, I should
? u K)«b @M)CL 5
like to give one last m2m chance to the
applicant's counsel to present his arguments
on 15,3.1995, This matter may be %reated as

part-heard and listed on 15,3.1995,
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Inspite of several opportunities Co 'c% ety o
provided to the a%glicant, there s none
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to represent came up on three

different occaslons on 8.3.98 and 13. 3.q5. H‘*‘“ﬂ’s
The seme is dismissed for default qrx ths

&
e B mMBLR(aMfRATM) “/Pf‘g “é@!cj

: ey (594
Qw:} Ope ® i

’,\Q)

»\




