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Nciv Delhi, Liiis tiic PLh day of

11O11 b1e^ohi-i A. VJ-ls" ,oasan jVics Chairniisn
wGii ul'i R<Anoc<ija,Mciiibfer (A)

Shri i Rain Pandey.,
Al/62i, R:ij Nagar,
Cha-iabad. ' p.,.,.

r I •» i 1- I I.. 1 U i ! u Iiuy ;j,in M. R.Bhardi'jsj .Advocate)

Versus

1. 5iii"i H. R. 5 i yaraman,
Secretai-y,
Ceptt. of Revenue, 11 in. of Pi nance.
North Block, New Delhi, ' ^

2. Ghri N. I. Ranonciiar i ,
Cliai nnan.Central Board of Oii-ect Taxes,.
Hin. of rinance,N.Del hi.

3.- Shri Rai'ii Kant JRS-i
i.Ii i ef C0fi Im"I s s i 0ne r (A dmn,),
Income Ta;:, C. R. B1 dg I.P.Estate,

• ' ...Respondents

ORDCR(Oral)

By lioM'blc Sliri A. V. liar i dasan, Vi ce-Cha i rman

The Original Application No. 901/88 was disposed off oii

16.11.19?3 with .certain directions which were to be coniplied

witli wUlitn a period of six months fi-om tlie date of Lhe order.

/

It. IS alleged that Lhe directions have not yet been

complied with though the petitioner- served 3 legs! i,otice

Ltirpugh h-is counsel. Under these ci:-cuiiistaiices„ petitioner

Contempt Petition praying that action may be

initiated against the respondents for definjnce of the order

of the Tiibunal dated 16.11.1993 undo; the Cui.te.npt of Courts

Act.

IfiEj concefript in this case is alleged to have been

committed way'back in hay,159^ Th. period of limitation for

taking action^under the ConteR;pt jf Co s ts Act bv tfiis
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Tr iiaimaLr---b'4iw--4J-£-- v* i t h i i•'. one ye a r f r oii i Ma y.,1994.

TJlis rnntPtiipl- y '̂c'< Mnn has.—tjj&sfi—f44^-4-ri —th€ year 1996, '

—LL^Tr i PMri,a"i r--i-n-in1- fnf-.~rt;iin i-hi^; CF ,.

Zjs. £«A

The contempt petition is, therefore, dismissed- It is

made clear that the petitioner may seek ^ appropriate remedy^

if any avdildble to him, to get the orders of this Ti"ibuna1

• dated 16.11.1993 implemented..
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