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{n a similar matier filed by one of the occupants of e regul
probibited area under the Ancieal Moruments of Archaeclogical Sites ,and Remains

Cotirt had held that since disputﬁ!

H

case of the petit

qu;?i;ians of

fact were raised in the petition inasmuch as whike the was that

the construction Was existing pror t© 1992, the resporkients had

alleged thaz the

i

construction was raised aftec the issue of potification in 1992, the Conrt will pot like

to interfere with the mattes and dismissed the petition gIVIng libety o the: petiioner

1o seek appropriate refief in an appropyiate forum as may be permissible in law. Sioce

the present pelition also raises disputed question of fact stmilar to the dmpu%as raised

o CWP NO.7490/2003 decided by the Division Beach on 2&11.2:}0?1 in nﬁv; opinion,
- 4
‘:M‘]’ { this petition s also not maintainable and 13, accordingly, Jismissed aﬁ&u h?egty to the
i
petitioner to seek appropriste celief in an appropriate forum as may be persgissibic io
§
law,
Copy of the order be given DASTI 0 counsel for the peLitions %
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