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IH TBE CEliTPJ>.L A[•I'1IlliSTF..iWIVE TPIBUl:1AL, 

JAIPUR ,, 

CP Uo. 7'2/95 (C•A I:lo.21/1990) 

ft·al:ash Chand I~hundia •• Petitioner 

Versus 

M.Ravindra & Ors. 

CORAM: I 

Hon '01-:: Mt·. G:.r;al Y.dshna, Vice Chaim~:m 

Hon'ble Mr. O.P.E'hat-rr,a, A.:lministrativ-=: MemJ::.er 

ORDER 

Pa· Hon'bl-:: Mt·. O.P.Shat·m.::t, P •. :lrniniateativ~ M.:mJ: .. ~r 

In this Cc,ntetnpt Petiti.:.n, the petiti•:n.~r, Shri 

the Tribunal given in th·~ .:.r:ler dat&:l 1::::-1:::-E''~•.:,l, pase.ed in OA 

2. The diee.::tionz given in th.::- .:.t·.J.::L· elated 1:2-1:2-19':14, as 

the benefit of 
all 

3. In tho;: reply to:. th2 Cont·~mt:,t P·~l:iticn, the eeer:.::.n:l·~nts . 

Furthet·, acc.:.rclin-;J to them, .=irv::·~ the Eevievi Appli·:::atio:on as 

~.~ 
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matter 1 are J=;;ndirto;J 1 

Applicati.:·n and the C.:nt·:mpt p,;:J:itic.n rna? bs- list.;<) .:.n the s:mt•? 

date. It has furthH· l:~=·=n pra7eo:'l th:tt th•? Tribunal m:ty not 

furthel" Petition until the 

4. 

on 3-9-1996. 

5. 

Appli . .::::ati.:.n has b?•?n fil.:.J. Thu.= 1 in f3..:t 1 ther•? has t..:::.:::n no 

des..:::rve t.:. b.:- .=.uitably punished. 

6. 

OA Uv. 

It cannvt 1 therefc.:t:.:-1 b:: s:lid that there ~vas a cl.:::lil:-?rate 

directivns c,f the Tt·ibun:tl. In thes•= .:ir.:urnst.3.n·:es 1 ue are of 

the view that this cc.nt·::mpt Po:-titio::m is nc,t nc•H maintainable. 
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It is, ther;;f.:.re, di3missed and the n.:.tl.:es i3sued are 

CrK1ve.~ 
(G::,pal ~rishna) 

Vic.: Chairman 


