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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).19793/2003

(From the judgment and order dated 14/07/2003 in  CMWP No. 30196/1998  of

The HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

KUMAR AEROSOLS LTD.                                         Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

N.O.I.D.A. & ORS.                                           Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief )(For Final Disposal)

Date: 25/08/2005  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE  THE CHIEF JUSTICE

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.P. MATHUR

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE P.K. BALASUBRAMANYAN

For Petitioner(s)                                        Mr. Sudhir Chandra, Sr. Adv.

                                                         Mr. Vikash Singh, Adv.

                                                         Ms. Saloni Sinha, Adv.

                                                         Ms. Taruna Singh, Adv.

                                                         Ms. Minakshi Nag, Adv.

                                                         Mr. Ejaz Maqbool,Adv.

For Respondent(s)                                        Mr. Ravindra Kumar,Adv.

                                UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                                           O R D E R 

                                       The   learned   senior   counsel   for   the   petition
er   states   that   during   the   pendency   of   this



                          petition, the Respondent No. 1 have restored two industrial plots be
aring No. C-121 and C-122, Sector

                          63.  total area 3600 sq. mts. on revised terms and conditions which 
are acceptable to the petitioner.  A

                          copy of the letter dated 23.8.2005  is produced bythe learned counse
l for the perusal of the Court.  This

                          fact is not disputed by the learned counsel for the respondent autho
rity.  The letter is taken on record.

                          In view of the said letter, the learned counsel  for the petitioner 
seeks  to withdraw this  petition.   The

                          special leave petition is dismissed as withdrawn, as prayed.

                      (Ajay Kr. Jain)                                                         
                                   (Radha R. Bhatia)  

                        Court Master                                                          
                                    Court Master    


