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I 
Orders. 

f Nc.62/2000 (.0~1~/9~l 
~r. _Hf'Ircnt ~uptcil prcxy ccuneel tc Mr. Shjv Kmrar, ccuneel 

fer. the pet1t1oner 

Lr. MukeEh Shc.rroJ I ' proxy counsel to Mr.'. Si raj Mohd. Khan I 

~cuneel fer the rleepondents .• 
. i . ' 

'Ihe le~rnea ·counsel for the reEponcfante eubrrite that 

in ccwpliance of the order of the . Tribunel payroent of Fs. 43 ,279 /-I 
j 

haE been rraciJe to the petitioner on_ 12.2.2001 after working out the 
I 

arrearE as per the departroental order dated 31 ~1.2001, annexed to 

the reply. 

We har considered the reply and> have. gene through 

the aocurrents. In view cf the specific assertion of payroent having 

·been IIlClde t~ the ~titioner aroounting to Rs. ~3,279 supported by 

the recd.pt as on ithe acquisition roll, we are ·~f the opinion th•t 

· full compl~ance c:D the oraer of the Tribunal has been done by the 

respondents •. 

I 
In J:iew of thie, nothing eurvivts in the present 

I 
Conteropt Petition! inc it hae becowe infructuous - and qonseqnelty 

I 
disposed of. Notices iseued ate·diecharged. . . I -
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