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CENTRAL ADMIN:tSTRAT'IVE TRIBUNAl · 
CHANDIGARH BENCH 

' .. 
. eQ.RAMJ l10N~BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSiiiK, MEMBER (J) 

HON'BLE MR. UDP.Y KUMAR VARMA, MEMBER (A) 

M.P. Sharma, IFS, aged· 56 years S/o Sh Jagdish Chander holding the 

rank of Conservator of Forests, presently posted as Chief General 

t, f\1anager, Haryana Forest Development Corporation, Sector 4, 

. ' ·. 

1. Union of India through }he S1..!Cetary , . f'linist:- / uY Fe rest ~.: 

Environrnr::nt, Paaryavaran Bah v·tC!n, CGO Comp lex, L.oclh i Road, 

1\lew Delh i. 

-'tli. 2. State of Haryana through the Principal Secretary to 

Gov '(;! rnm E;:n t qf Hary91n a., For<:;st Pepq rt.m~nt! Cllpndig ?.lr-ll . 

3 . Principal Chief Conservator cf Fo r·ests, Haryc::ma 1 PlcL r>Jo . 18 . 

Van Bhawan, Sector 6, Haryarw , Panchkula. 

4. Principal Chief Conservator of Fol·ests-curn·- i"'l anc:~ii ng D:n:.:c::=or, 

1-laryana Fo1·est Development Coi·pixaticin, Sector 4, Panch\<Lla: 
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5. Comptroller ~nd .t.\uditor General of India, . 9, Deendayai 

· !JP9dhy9y Margr New Delhi, 

§~ ~~ltJgiRfllt A~f:iQ.!JQ~gjn~ ~fi;Pf;fgl C~YfJit~, !d@F¥9n~~ S@Qtcw ~~~ 

CMiil!iQitJqrh. . - · 
J;, ~Y~~9Y gf ~Y b.ll ~ !gnt~rL?Pi§@§l bl~ry~m~, ~~§tgr ~ :r, <;!1CJfl(;iigarJ1 

through its Managing Director. 

8. Sh. Vivek Saxena, IFS, Officer on special Duty, Haryana 

Bhawan, Copernix Marg, New Delhi. 

9. Sh. Paramjeet Sangwan, HFS, General Manager, Haryana 

Forest Development Corporation Sector 4, Panchkula. 

wRI;~PONDI;NTS 

Sh DAenaL:: Aonih0r.ri r.guo. s.::.l fo.r resr<\Qodent no. 1 ..,,., : ,, ~ ~~ 9..:-. ~~"" ~ ..... ;j},.· .... ~--, s.l· ~·· - 1 ~ - - .. ,.~ .--.'t,':"~ . . -;:._,..,-;- ·:· - -.· J:(.i · .. ~ - , ... _.., . . .... '•" ..... _, .. ~ .... :~ 

Sh. D.S. Nalwa, counsel for respondent no. 2, 3, & 7. 
Sh. D.R.Sharma, for respondent no. 4. , 
Sh. Barjesh 'Mittal, counsel for respondent no. 5 & 6. 
Sh. Praveen Gupta, counsel for respondent no. 8. 
None for respondent no. 9. 

pRO~~ _(O!l~~_) 

tlON'BLE MR. SANJEEV KAUSHIK, f.JIEMBER (J):-

~,. t1~~r(L 
' • < ' •· ' 

~ .. ~tJ 1 Q ,~~ N9!W@J, !@~f!J,~g G9.~nsel f9B ~~§fut@F!Q~rl~f? n~~: ~~ ~ §!, Y 

argued that instant O.A has become infructuous as both the 

impugned orders dated 04.08.2014 (Annexure i\-1) and 

14.08.2014 (Annexure A-2) have been withdrawn by the 

n.H?PQno!;nt~ vigt; th~ir ord~r d!Tite.d l~L lQ. 4014. 6oth the 

orders produced in the court are taken on record. Copies, 
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~! ~ b. QJ"{~ St:l~rrn9.r ~ppe<:~ring on behglf of re$pqnd~nt np. ~' 

seeks p~rmission to challenge the order, if need arises. 

5. Considering that both the impugned orders have been 

~?9rn~, th~ Rr~?~nt O,A Is di~missed as llQVing be~n rendere.9 . . . 

infr~,JQtl.:JQ!J.§. ~~ing insJ§~@fl9~nt c:au~~ gJ action, then; is no 

P©~q ~g Qr~mt ~ny. !IP~r~y tg tr1~ ~~~li~~m~ 9. ~ ht; g§ln ~tl s!!len~~ 

th~ $~rfl~ ~§ P~F 19W 'A !l9 r~!§~ ~ 
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