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This writ petition is filed under Articles 226 and 227 otthe Constftuton of mdii, praying to quash the orck r Ann xu4 r’ s xr ‘. ae1 UJ)VbirgNo.LRM/SR/ 130/282 as nail and void.
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certificate in favour of respondent No.3 as directed herein

above. Writ petition stands disposed of accordingly.
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BSPJ: W.P.No.60059/2010
28.10.2010

Learned Counsel for the petitioner has filed a memo

seeking deletion of respondent No.4 from the array of parties

stating that deceased husband of respondent No.4 had already

sold the property during his life time in favour of the writ

petitioner and respondent No.4 was made a formal party. It is

further submitted that respondent No.4 is also no more.

In the light of the memo filed stating that respondent

No.4 was impleaded as a formal party, the memo is allowed.

Respondent No.4 is ordered to be deleted from the array of

parties.
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