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This contempt application has been filed alleging
non-compliance of the directions contained in the order
dated December 9, 2016 in OA-825 of 2016 which was
heard along with MA-193 of 2016. Heard Mr. S. Ghosh,
learned advocate for the applicant and Mr. D. Koley,
learned advocate for the alleged contemnor.

It appears that by order dated December 9, 2016
passed in OA-825 of 2016 which was heard along with
MA-193 of 2016 the Tribunal had disposed of the
application by directing as under :

“In the facts above, we direct the State
Respondents, in particular, the Executive Engineer, Teesta
Canal Division — I, Islampur, Uttar Dinajpur to consider
the representation of the applicants dated 23.11.2016 in
terms of the memo of the Finance Department dated
25.02.2016 and in accordance with the rules within a
period of six months from the date of communication of
the order by way of passing a reasoned order and to

convey the reasoned order to the applicants within two
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weeks thereafter.’

It appears from the compliance report that an order
has been passed on June 5, 2018 by the alleged
contemnor. It is submitted by Mr. S. Ghosh, learned
advocate appearing for the applicant that the said order is
not in accordance with the directions contained in the
order dated December 9, 2016 and prays that direction
be issued on the alleged contemnor to pass an order
afresh.

Learned advocate for the alleged contemnor
submits that order has been passed in consonance with the
directions contained in the order dated December 9, 2016
passed by the Tribunal.

Heard learned advocates for the parties. Perused the
order dated June 5, 2018. In our view the order dated
June 5, 2018 is in substantial compliance of the order
passed by the Tribunal. Therefore, no order is passed on
the contempt application. The applicant is at liberty to
challenge the order dated June 5, 2018, if so advised. The

contempt application is disposed of.
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