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i·Mrl 'CB'. Shiarma, counsel for petitioner. 

:';·Mr~ Mukesh Agarwal, counsel for respondents . . '~; : .. , ;·\ ' . ', < : : 

'Heard le~rned counsel for the parties. 

Having gone through the pleadings, reply as well as 

, .dqcuments available on record, we are of the view that 
'I : • 

· ,· :th:e''order dated 08.02.2012 passed by this Bench of the 
1', ·: ' 

·' i'f7rib:un~l in O:A. 68/2012 has been fully complied with by 

· t.he,r~spondents vide order dated osth September, 2012 

jAnnexLire CPR-1). In view of this fact, the Contempt 
) ' \. 
'Pet.ition stands dismissed. Notices issued earlier to the 

: .res'pondents are discharged. 
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