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Learned counsel for the respondents states that reply to the p€!floner has

been fr.led In the registry and the same shal be supptied to the teamed counset for
tit petitjoner dudng the course or dp day. ReFinder, if any b€ ft€d wtthin two
w€eks witi a copy in advance to the counsel for the .espond€nts. Ivtr. sa0Ebh Katir
earned counset states that respondent No.4 ts not a neaessary or a proper pady.

rle may mo!€ appmpnate appticntion for making oot of a c.se for det€,ton of
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rEpondent No.4 from $e array of parties.
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