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SB : Hon'ble Shri Manindra Mohan Shrivastava, J,

24.12.2014

Shri Yogendra Kumar, coupisel for the petitioners.
Shri Y.S. Thakur, Dy, A.G. ITthhe State.,

Heard.

At the outset, Iearnéd couynsel for the State submits that

the issue involved in this petitioI
and decided in a batch of p

has already been considered
tittons vide order dated 26" -
- September, 2014 passed in WP (S) No.106/14  (Marisha

'Shrivastva Vs. State of C.G. ang another) and other‘connecfed -

. matters and the petitions have begn dismissed.

In view of the above, as tHis petition also involves similar
issue as decided by this Court in the batch of petition, this petition

is also disposed off in terms of ordler dated 26" September, 2014

passed in W.P. (S) No.106/14 (Marisha Shrivastva Vs. State of

. C.G. and another) and other conngcted matters.

-Sd/-

Manindra Mohan Shrivastava

Judge




