
CENTRAL administrative TRTRiimai nn.TRIBUNAL, principal BENCH
CP 176/96 in OA 1869/95

N«» Oalhi, the 21st day of August. 1996

H!^b^e'shrit"K "enberd)■^'6 i>nn r.k. Ahooja, Member(A)

198 PTS r ,

(By Shri U. Srivastava, Advocate Applicant

vs.

1- Shri Nikhil Kumar
y. Commissioner of Police

?  cu " DelhiShn M.A. Sayed
Dy. Commissioner of PolicefHors lHqrs., New Delhi ^ .

Respondents(By Shri Anoop Bagai, Advocate)

"-■'■'e Hrs. la.sb.,

P®tn,onar in which he has prayed e ■
prayed for initiating

contempt proceedings aaainct9ainst the respondents for not
including the name of thp tb t

® applicant in the nrp«l<tl_+ r T - PnomotionGr.I in accordance with the 4 r.
judgement of thisTribunal in OA 1869/95 dated 13.2.96.

2- The respondents have filpH tR •
.  , ceply on 13.8.96^hich a copy of the order 24 7 Q. . .

^  ̂^'^'96 has been given, m
under the applicant +u,- r,. , .th

has been given, m
s order the applicant in the OA h

training

p k
.  . been deputed forfining with effect from 12.8 96 Thp

c,k •. ' The respondents have"tted in their reply that in accorda
i"d9ene„t of the Tribu 1 aTribunal dated 13 2 9A +)
-S considered by a •

^ rev,e» DPC held on 23.7.96 and hasBeen admittpH to Propption list D-I with effect f
16.3.95. anrect from



•V.

3. Uarnad counsel for the epplicent oeeha

in eo™pl,i„g
wth the order of the Tribunal.

"eua considered the setter, froa theabove, it la seen that the reepondente have
can.plled uith the TrlbuneLs order. i„ the
facts end clrcu«stencds of the case. u« fi„,
t^at t,ure 13 no deliherete disobedience of^order
Of the Tribunal to

J  ify any puniahtnent of
the respondents under the r««4.

197, . contempt of Court flct,«ed ulth section ,t of the sr Set, ,98S.
n the result, the contempt petition Is dismissed

and notice Issued la discherged.

"  ̂agal, learned counselthe respondents entered his eppeerence).

(RoK. Ah

'•nem'ber(3r°'"^'^
/ gtw/


