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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
The appeal is disposed of.
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Signed order is placed on the file.
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Leave granted.

The question whether the respondent, an applicant for
I ndi an Forest Service would be entitled to a third
opportunity after having failed on two earlier occasions is
the subject nmatter of consideration in the pending Wit
Petition before the H gh Court. The Tribunal, on being
approached by the respondent, directed the Union of India to
grant such opportunity to the respondent. Union of India
assailed the order of the Tribunal in the Wit Petition. The
H gh Court did not grant stay of the direction of the

Tri bunal . On an application for contenpt proceedings being
filed, the inpugned order has been passed by the Hi gh Court,
which is being assailed before us. |If the order of the
Tribunal is inplemented, as directed by the H gh Court, the
Wit Petition would becone infructuous. 1In the facts and
circunstances of the case, the Hi gh Court ought to have
stayed the operation of the direction of the Tribunal. In

the aforesaid prem ses, we set aside the inpugned direction
of the High Court, and request the H gh Court to dispose of
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the Wit Petition at an earlier date. The question of
granting any further opportunity to the respondent at this
stage, as contended by M. Banerjee appearing for the
respondent in inplementing of the Tribunal direction, does
not arise. The direction of the Tribunal is stayed till
final disposal of the Wit Petition. Needless to nention, we
express no opinion on the nerits of the case.

The appeal is disposed of accordingly.

(G B. PATTANAI K)

New Del hi, J.
July 30, 2001 (RUMA PAL)



