OA

i,ﬁ@“@nf Shri Rajesh Roshan, learned counsel Throuah
S proxy counse] Shri Shalabh’ Singhal, counsel

for the ann11ranqu0r101nd1 respondents) in..MA,
Qhr1 Mukeslh Kumar Vermsa, _]earned_proiy_counsel
for the applicant 4n OA 298/2002, ]
Shri R,K.Kapodr; learned counsel for respondent. .
No. 3 1'|p1prommunﬁbéf1on Engineering Service
Asscciation (India) TESA: o : '

We pote - From Thp facts of Th1q case rhaf in  the

'J)

ordar -dated 6=8.2002 di posing of_the afpresaid 0OA with

fron the date of'réceipt of a copy of that :ordé} :to

implemant  +the d1rpr?1nnq contained therein, fbereaftth

MA 24%1/2002 was allowed granting the' respondents

wtansion of time by 3 n@r1od nF three months as prayed

for. MA 24n1/2002 was arrord1na1v d1qnoq9d of. The

present  MA 921/200o has " been f119d by the  same

. - - . )
as extended by the aforesald order of the Tribunal was

upt> 16.,4,2003. Lp ned Counqp1 Fnr fh@ respondents(

(Orijina] apn11canfq) havp quhmitfpd that sufficient time

has bean
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to the respondents to comply with the

diractions of the r1huna1 rnnfa.npd in-the order~ dated

G.é.édoé, In  the circumstances, ~‘thev have

é,__ Aftar con nsi d@rvna the contentions of the

1
!

ea‘ned_ counsel for the parties, we find no good grounds

in  MA 921/2003/as_the original. rpaDOndpnfq iave  already

ampie  time to_:Fo11ow the directions contained in the

Trisnal’s order dated 6.8.2002. Tn the ‘circumstances -

( S.K,.Naik ) {Smt.,Lakshmi Swaminathan)

coniected 0QAs, the réspondents ware granted three months .

ressondents on 21.,4.2003 when adm1rfpd1y period of time

/?n,



