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The petitioner seeks review of the order dated 14™
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February, 2022.

It app

motion stage relying upon the submission made on

ears that the said order was passed at the

behalf of the respective parties.

At the review stage the petitioner submits that
certain documents were not placed before the Court on

the very first day when the writ petition was disposed

of. Had tho

Court, then

se documents being produced before this

the order dated 14™ February, 2022 would

not have been passed.



Learned advocate representing the respondent
submits that no ground for review has been made out
in the review application. Prayer has been made for
dismissal of the review petition.

Upon hearing the parties it is seen that,
admittedly, the writ petition was disposed of at the
motion stage without calling for affidavit.

In view of the above, the Court is of the opinion
that an opportunity ought to be given to the
respondents to disclose their stand and to produce
documents in support of their submission made on the
very first date by filing affidavit-in-opposition.

Accordingly, the order dated 14™ February, 2022
stands recalled.

On the prayer of the learned advocate
representing the official respondents, time to file
affidavit-in-opposition is granted till 25™ January,
2024. Reply, if there be any, be filed two weeks
thereafter.

Liberty to mention for hearing before the
appropriate Bench.

Review application stands disposed of.

( Amrita Sinha, J.)



