
Central Adminislristivc Tribunal
Principril n?nrh . New Delhi v

CP-43/9^j in
OA-707/86
MA-l^l0//04

Mew Delhi this -the 10th Day of January, 1995

Hon'ble Mr, Justice S.K, Diiaoi'i, Vice-Chai r-rnan (J)
H0n'' b i c i'l r . S . [-J. D[•, qynd i y31 , Me mbe i" (A)

Sh. R.D. [i-ngla,
S/o Sli. Lachhu Ram Gupta,,
R/c -427/3, Roshdnpura,
Near Ahn1a Si11uwaIan,
P.O.Gurqaondiaryjna). Petitioner

(through Sh. -SX, Saxena - None present.)

vercuis

1 S!i, Hacih-lJ:.-2^tiia;;,
Secretary,
Mi ni51!•• y of I?i 1ways (R1 y .Board),
Ri.nl' 3hav,3n.;
Mew Delhi.,

i > Oil, I'l ^ B["i3 c ci'lc!1 ry3 j
r.A.SCA0, N0rthorn Rai 1way
B.uroda riou-:c , New Delhi Respondents

f t h r 01, igh Sli • R,. L. Dhi a wa n., £dvoc t e)

ORDrR(ORAL)
de 1 1V e i•• e d by hon' b1e Hr. J u.c t i c e 3 >l<.DhaonV =C, („1)

Th's petitio:'! has been called out in the

revised list. No one is present on behalf of the

petitionei%

The complaint' is that the directions given

on 27.5,1993 while disposing of the O.A. finally are

not b e i n q c a i' r i e d o u t.

The directions, in substance, were that the

respondent:: should consider i-efiKution of ithc pension

of the petitioner in accordance with the Ministry of

Railways order dated 27.6,1985 ignoring the option

exercised by hitiu
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A counter-affidavit has been filed, Ar:

additional counter-affidavit too has been filed.

•'inal 1y

A combined ro^ding of the two documents

indicate that a P.P.O. has been issued by the

respondents to the petitioner• The learned counsel for

the respondents states st the Bar that the petitioner

is bein9 paid his pension regularly in accordance with"

the revised P.P.O. Both those actions meet the

directions of the Tribunal.

The Contempt Petition is disposed of

Notices, issued to the respondents ar

di scharged,

No costs.
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(8 >M. vhoundiyal)

Member(A)
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(S, KI -&nao-n)

Vi ce-Chai rman(J)


