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The appearance of the learned advocates for the

Bidhannagar Municipal Corporation was erroneously not

recorded in the order dated September 9, 2022.

Be it recorded that the learned advocates appeared

on behalf of the Bidhannagar Municipal Corporation on

September 9, 2022.

It appears from the submissions made on behalf of

the parties and upon perusal of the cause title of the writ

petition that there are several incurable defects.
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Leave has been sought for by the learned advocate

for the petitoner to withdraw the writ petition with

liberty to file afresh.

The said prayer of the petitioner seeking liberty to

file afresh has been strongly opposed by the learned

advocate representing the Intervenor, Dr. Sumit

Chowdhury.

As the Court is not deciding the matter on merits

the Court is not considering the submission that has

been advanced by the learned advocate of the Intervenor.

The present writ petition stands withdrawn.

The petitioner will be at liberty to file fresh writ

petition upon proper and better particulars.

Urgent photostat certified copy of this order, if

applied for, be given to the parties after completion of all

legal formalities.

        Sh                                                         (Amrita Sinha, J.)


