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New Delhi: this the ̂  day of May7 200

H0N»BLE PIR. S.R.ADIGE VICE CHAIRP1AN(a)V
H ON»BLE PIRS; LAKShDI SUAP1INATHAN,-P1EP1BER (3')
I-N THE FjATTER O

BvLVBarsena .7 V s7.V.'..v'UO I & Ors7

Ad\®cates: Applicant Shri B.L7Barsena inpersorQ
PIs^GgS tanjali Cbel for responda nts';^

Gt^bERi

/' HO N7PIR7S .R7ADI GEVVC (A
'' t- -

Heard both sides on CP Wa7l 30/2000 pressed
by appiicabt alleging conttmacious non-compliance
of the Tribunal's order dated 1.f|l2i|99 in OA No79d1/99

and PIAs No7956/2000 and 957/200 0 seeking extension

of time by 4 months to implement the afbresaid order

dated ffil27997

2# By the aforesaid order dated 1=712799 respondents
tJere directed to conclude the OEs pending against

0' ®PP^icant as expeditiously as possible in which
applicant was also directed to cooperate such

that the same were concluded within 4 months from

the date of receipt of a copy of the order?

In P1A No?956/2000 respondents have enclosed a

copy of their letter dated 1^2000 from which prima
facie it appears that applicant is not cooperating?
to enable the OEs to be concluded aaiftly?

4. In the above facts and circunstances? HA. 956/2000
and r'lA?957/2000 seeking extension of time by 4 months

2Si4S2000 is allouedy and Applijawt shculd
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fully oooperats uith the authorities to ensure that
DE IS concluded Uithin the extended time in accordant^
with rule

5oi CViPvNdyi 30/2000 filed by applicant is
re je cted?
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( (HRStlAKsmi SUAWI NATHAN ) ( STRTADtGE ̂PIETIBErO) „ScE CHSiRnAW(fl)l
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