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Shri Maniiidra Shi-iv^stava, Sr. Adv. with Smt. Smita Ghai,
Adv. for the applicant.

Shri P. Diwakar, Sr.
the respondent no. 1.

. Shri Pi'ashant Mishi^.,
Deo, Govt. Adv. for the Stite

Heard.

This is an applicatio|n

fhe proceedmgs in compli^i

by ttlls Court in W.P. 134;

While disposing of

given to the petitioner theifli

before the Raipur

was to be decided bv the

period of two months

representatlon in accordaijic

Counsel for the petit|

passed in tim.e but

Since orders have
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The petition is dismij
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Adv. with Shi-i P.R. Patankar, Adv. for

Addl. Adv. General with Shri U.N.S.

for extension of time for completini

i^nce of order dated 15-2-2005 passed

1/2002.

W.P. No. 1342 / 2002, adirectionwas

;in to subruit a si-iitable representation

3|ment Authority within 15 days, which

Development Authonty, within a

from the date of receipt of the

ijice with resolution.

toner subruits that orders could not be
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