
O.A. NO. 2759.:Of^,19M
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Aprii
New Delhi, dated^this the

r- o AHiae Vice Chairman (A)Hon'ble Mr. S.R.^ Adige.

^1999

Shri R.K. Bansal.

Dist. Baghpat ^
U.P.

(By Advocate: shri^G.D. Gupta)
Versus

1  . union of India Ihrouah
ri?tr"ofHo»e: Affair's, Nofth^BlooK,
Hew Delhi. •

2. The Director General^ ^gO cormplex. -
Border Security force.
,Lodi Road, New Delhi

Applicant

Respondents^■ .Ife."of"fItatet, Bha.an:_
New Delhi.

(By. Advocate: shrlD.S; Nahendru) , '
,  c .V. n R D E.__R ■

Applicant impugns respondents' orders dated
3K,.96 (Ann. A-n - and seeks a direction that

+- entitled to recover license-feerespondents are not entitle
V o view of the Tribunal's stayat market rates in view o

,.1 77 5 91, together wi^h refund oforders dated Z7.o.yi , ^ y ^

recoveries already made.

Heard both sides.



/  2 / . ; ^

,  7-, 5 91 (.Ann.

3, - The -order dated • ^ ' ii^ant from
.  rt respondents-from evicting aP

,  restraaned restrain
-  ̂ in question.the premises nicense fee as per

.. . from recovering licenserespondents exempted

and instructions. -Nor - ho®
■  liability to pay the same,applicant from his liabil

. the grounds taken by appHoent-  Not one of the gr ^ ^
f.ho n A asserts that the

- " rates i", oontrary to: any rulelicense fee at market rates I
or instructions.

i

5.
ine O.A. IS dismissed. No costs.

Adige/S(S R •
Vice Chairman (A)

/GK/


