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| | | NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

. WPS No. 2348 of 2005

e Hetram Verma

~-—- Petitioner
Versus
State of Madhya Pradesh
- Respondent
For Petitioner | ~ None

For Réspondent /State ~Mr. Shashank Thakur, Govt. Advocate

Hon'ble Shri Justice Prashant Kumar Mishra
o Order On §3_oard:-
31/3/2016 .
Learned counsel For the State would inform that the writ petition

- has been rendered infructuous by efflux of time.

“No one appears bn‘beharlf of the petitioner to dispute the above

submission.

In view of the above, the writ pétition is dismissed as having

become infructuous.

_Prashant Kumar Mistya ,
A . . JUdge . ‘ . ‘;L‘T‘_“'.."_‘“_'.‘l.‘
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