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Mr. Kulbhushan Sharma, Advocate 

for respondent No.4.

****

AJAY KUMAR MITTAL, J. (Oral)

 This Court on July 31, 2014, had issued notice of motion with

regard to the allegations made against respondent No.4, for 14.10.2014 and

directed to maintain status quo at the site.

2. Reply on behalf of respondent  No.4 has been filed, where in

para No.5 of the reply, it has been stated that the grievance of the petitioner

has  been  redressed  and  the  writ  petition  has  been  rendered  infructuous.

This fact has not been disputed by the learned counsel for the petitioner.

3. Disposed of as infructuous.
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