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© WRIT PETITIGN No. _/637/—@003 ﬁg@@ @ g@@%

PETITIONER 3_ j : D "Mukesh Kumar Gupta Sfo Banars:
L ! _ w7 .o Prasad Gupta, aged 24 years, Rfo”
oo .. Jodbapur Ward, Tahsil & Dlstrwt
1. - Dhamtari throughthe power of attomey
S sl U Cholder Shei atish Singh Darbar; S/o Suf '

S o Singh, aged 52 years, R/o Jodhapur X
| s o W, Dhamtan I}lsmct_ahqm{m{,
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RESB'DN{D-ENTS

.. State of Chhattisgarh through the =
“Secretary, Department of Exc;se 5
,_Mantralaya D.K.S. Bhavan

Raipur (C.G.} : %

- Commissioner (Excxse) State n:f :

- _Chhattlsgarh Raipur. . .
.'-"Collectur (Exclse) Bhamtan
4. -Supermtendent qf Pohce

-._Dhamtan : :

5 ‘_DistrlctExclse Of:ﬁcer ]}ham, .

-6 Ramdev Dhivar, Sio Mohanla’l;;
-'.{'(-thar aged 30 years, R/o Bamya
e ""Para Dhamtan (C G)

: 5 WRIT U’NDER ARTICLE 2261‘227' OF THE CO&STITUTION OF IND
FOR ISSUANCE OF A SHITABLE ’WRIT ORDERS OR BIRECTIGN
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' Shri V.C. Ottaiwar counsel for the petitionei'.
k{ﬁ Shri Sangaf K Agrawal Dy AG . for the State.

Shri Mukesh Sharma, cour

Heard.

When the lfr?atfer is caileg
counsei for the pstlit'ioner 'that siry
‘pendmg before the Commissionsg
he Would not press thls writ petif
a direction may be issued to th

' appeél .ﬁled by the‘petitioner W1th

’ln the ébove view of the m
as not pressed, with a dn"ection
n,'the appea_l within a pemod ¢

czommumcatlon/ receipt of the or

is not expressing any opinion of]

- and the appeal will be required tq

said 1*e§ponclent.
m view of the al

LA No.4604 /2003, 4605/03 and

| Certified copy as per f‘u}es "

bsel for the Caveator

|, it is fé\irlyv stated by the learned
ce an aépcal filed by the petitioner is

r of Excise-respondent No.2 herein,
ion. However, a préver is made that

b said respondent to dispose of the
na sﬁpulated period. -
ﬁtter, this writ petjtioﬁ is disposed of
o the said respondent to dispose of. |
)f four weeks from the date of
ler. It is made clear that this C‘ourt
l_the merits of the petitioner’s c-i_alm_
bé decided on its own merits by the
and

bove, _M.W.P.No,1435/2003

[ A.No, 463’?’/9003 stand dlsposcd of.
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