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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE CHHATTISGARH: BILASPUR

Single Bench:  Hon’ble Shri Satish K. Agaihotri, J.

g | W. P. No. 1628 OF 1995

Petitioner : R.K. Tiwari

Versus |

3 Respondents The Managing Director & others
None for the petitioner.

Shri Amit Verma, counsel for the respondent No. 3.
None for the respondents No. 1, 2 and 4.

ORAL ORDER
(28t February, 2006)

1. Fixed date S.P.C. was directed to be issued to the petitioner

as well as the respondents on 19.1.2006. In response to

S.P.C., the respondent No. 1 is represented through

counsel. .
2. The matter was called for hearing twice. On both
occasions, none appeared nor any representation was made

on behalf of the petitioner.

3. Accordingly, the writ petition. is dismissed for want of

prosecution.

- Satish K. Agnihotri
. Judge
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