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L€arned.ounsetiorthe petitioneratth.outset has praced before us rhe pactets
containinSthe copies ofthe pdition which has endoBemenrofth. posrat aurhorniQno rh.effecr ihat respondent has refused to a(eptthe notice derDeratety. merefore, ii isconsideed a good *ryn.ofnoticeonrh€respondeor. Let rhe notice otperirion be issu.d
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l. the m..nh!., rhe Gpondens .E Et6ined nln .ttertn3 th4 stanhotdii! of
R.lpondedlcomplnywltho(trhepnorp.rmBionoftheTribunat,Acopyotrhisord.rb.
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