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r;lr. J .l<,.[{aushik, Counse 1 for the Applicant. 

The learned oounsel for· the applicant 
has subntitted a photocopy o£ the J:~ification dated 
8o~.2001 issued by the respondent~ which has been 
taken on record. He stibrnits that the notif .icat.ion 
issue:d-' e.arlier by the respondent$:.a::na~•iiftd~h~was 
ch;~~.~,P9~9:i~hy. this OA, has ~en· ca:tlce·:i'led by the 
present notifl.cation. In Vl.e\i of this,. be wants 
1:o 1-litb:!!raw the prese¢ apg:J.ica.tion .tnorder· to 
. challenge the Notification dated· 8 .. 3 ~-2001 by a. fot.U.. 
--~ 0 .p.. 1-e further submits that the app lie a­
t ion 0>'1.\. No. 53/2001) for arrendi.D; the ~. would 
not serve the purpo.se •. He:n:~ei _the present prayer.· 

Considered the prayer • ·The app __ lic·ant is 
permitted to witbl:a.w the present appli·clition. 
Since the n~w t1otification gives a n~\<l .-c;:au,se of 
aCtion to the applicant, the same can be challenged. 
by r.irn as per legal advise. 
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