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“1.  Admittedly, the order dated 12.10.2023, impugned herein, passed by 

the learned Single Judge, is based on the concession given by the present 

appellants that the dispute was covered by the judgment of the Apex Court. 

Appellant No.1 herein, who was respondent No.2 in the writ petition before 

the learned Single Judge, was duly represented. In fact, appellant No.2 

(respondent No.3 before the learned Single Judge), was also represented by 

the same counsel. In such circumstances, having conceded before the learned 

Single Judge, the appeal cannot be maintained.  

2. Appeal is, accordingly, dismissed.  

3.  Liberty is granted to the appellants to file review application, if 

permissible.  

4. Accordingly, no order is required to be passed on the application 

(CM-994-LPA-2024) for condonation of delay in filing the appeal.”�
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