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CEWTRAL A0f1INlSTRATI\/E TRIBOMAL PRINCIPAL BENCH;

IN

0^fltefl244/99

New del hit this the ^ day of Auguat^OOOl!
HON'BLE PlRfS'^R^DIGE VICE CHAIRNAM(A)'

mN»BLE nR-|KOLOiP SINGH,nEWBER(3)

Raja Ram Sharniaf
S/o Late Shri Deen Dayal Shaona^
r/o rzeA^iV
Gall Noill'J^Sadh Naga*^-
pal am Colony^

New Oaihi ■•11Q047 '~da4'{ Mnnna>(By Ad«fflSh?B;aiHaV), .'.....Petitioner

If Shri Bhaskar Barttaf
^inlstry^of Agricalture
Qatft^f India',:
Kriahi Bhauan'^
New Delhi-?.''

2® Shri SoPoKulshrashtha^
Dqswty Director (pp)V
Plant Qua ran tins Station^
RangpariINew Del hip 37f
Or'^attan Lai Rajak^
Plant Protection Advisor to the
Qjvi^ of Indiaf:
Oirectorate of Plant Protectionf
Duarantine & Storage^
n,h;^ivt 'F&ridabad (Maryana) ..fRaspondentsf

(By Advocate: Shri A^fKfBhardwaJ)

Hon 'hle Plrfsi!^Adige^^VC(A):

Heard both sides on C No 40/2000^
^  There is merit in re^ondents® contention
that by the interim order passed on 26f^99 in respect
of which oontaraacioas disobadiPnce is allegedy the
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irapugned transfer orders had b^n stayed only till
<

•the di^osal of applicant's ropresantation dated

l8-i^^99^ Under the clroumstanoBf if after the disposal
of applicant's representation dated l8§)5s?99 he has

been transferred^ it cannot be said that respondents have

contain a cioualy disobeyed the Tribunal«3 order warranting

contempt action against them^

The CoPf is rejected^ Itotices discharged^
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