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central acministrati\/e tribunal principal bench
,C.P.Mo.l3l/9 9

IN

0. A.No. 1 491/95

New Delhi: this the ^fay of May, 1 999,

'HDN • BL E 1*1 R, S. R, A DIG E, VI CE CMAl R*1 aN ( a) .

HDN'BLE I*IRS. LaKSHOI SUAI*IIN ATHaN,I*I E3*1BER(3)

Gagdish Kunar,
s/o Shri Lai Chand,
H.No, R2-7F, Sagatpur,
P ,0 .Nangal raya,

N eu Dal hi - G 46

(/*)pl i can t in person)

Msrsus

Applican

1. UOI,,
through
the Sacretaiy Sh. T. R.parshad,
flinistry of Defence,
03 vt. of India, South Blod<,
N eu Del hi

i:an.R.3ayasMal,rledical Serv/ice, 3Bj / ui<u.,

L-Block, Auny Hqtr.,
OHq P.O.

Neu Delhi □ . .
0 •... Respon den tso'

0 RDER

HDN «BLE P1R..S. R. aDIGE. \ar.F rv] qn ( nV,

Applicant presses C.P.No. 1 31/99 alleging
contumacious disobedience of the Tribi/ial • s o rder dated
16;i1, 96 in Ga No. 1491/95,

2. In 0, Nn.1491/95 applicant had sought
appolntn^t as sto ra Ksapar . Thp 0 a uaa disposed of
by order dated 16.7.96 ulth a direction to respond^ta
to examine the contents of his representation dated
5.5.93and dispose of it by a detailed, speaking and
reasoned order under intioiatinn 4-

to applicant within 3
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- 2 - ;
t

months from tha date of receipt of a copy of the

order.

3. Pursuant to the aforesaid p rder dated 15.1,96

respondents have passed detailed order dated 18,'4.'96

(page 8 of C.P..)»

Lhder the ci rcum stance, no cause for

initiating contempt action against respondents

arises and the C.P, is dismissed.* Notices to

alleged con temno rs are discharged.

( riRS. LaKSHII SUAfllNATH/^ ) ( S,R,A0IGE)'
l*lEfiBER(3) VICE, CHAlfflAN (a)

/ug/


