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I . Review Applic~ti@n no$ 29 of 1998 

in 

Centempt petitien ne , 52 ef 1998 

in 

9!:!9in~,!,_$>pl~£il:t.on )').<?:.._§.2q of ~ 
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Hon•ble Mr. Se °'1y~l, Administrative Member 
Hen•ble Mr~eK. ~aw~l._J~!~£!!.!._~ember 

/ 

. 
J•i 3h•nker B•jp•i 

end 
. \ 

Sri .Krishan 

e • • Jlpplic.ri ts 

C/ A Shri A. 8.-L. Sri V•St•v• 

versas 

Shri P .. C,, Sh•rma 
O.R.Meo N. Rly., 
Mor•dabild 

Or 

S,ri U .. G. Mudg.tl, 
~stt. Engineer, 

... Rly. • 

• • . Respondents 
G/R • e e 

...__ ' 



II 2 ·1;_ 
.ORDER 

1 
This rev Lew application has been filed 

seeking review of order dated 11-8~98 in whic~ prayer of 
the applicant for initiation- . of contempt f o.r alieged 
~ilful disobedience of an interim order was rejected. 

~/. 

• 

The reason for rejection was t.ha t. the Be n cti 
in OA No.626 od 1998 had ordered an Ln t.e.r i.m relief, to the 
applicants that· they~ s had L not be reverted from. skilled 
artisan group-C to group-D post till the next date. The 
applicants filed the contempt petition on the ground that 
the ~ppllcants had not been allowed to join their duty on 
the ·post held by them prior to issue of the impunged 
orders. We were of the opinion that the order passed was 
against rev.e·rsiori · and not - joining on the same posts. 
Therefore, ·the case for contempt was not :made out. The 
applicant had presented ·an amendment application No.2458 
of 1998 to the contempt petition No.52 'of 98 in which 
they had Stated that three Of the five applicants Were I 

a Ll.owe d to join on the same p,ests while two were not 
allowed to join on the specious plea "o f the respondents 
that they had. refused to accept Memo da t.ed 6-7-98 and 
prayer was made .f o.r permi tt.i-ng the appJicants to join 
duty on posts _held by them prior to· the issue of the 

· impugned orders·. -Th i.s mad e clear that the a pp Li.c an t s 
sought initiation of contempt proceedings for not giving 
them the same posts which they held prior to· their order 
for. z equ La r-i sa t Lon as Group D and not on .Group C po s t , . 
Since interim order d i.d. not s t.Lpu La t e this reposting on 
the-same post, it was not considered necessary to permit 
ameridmerit; apd issue notice· for c"ontempt to the 
respondents. 

Th'e order had .been passed af.ter due 
consideration and on merits of contempt petition and 
canno~ be challenged i~ r~~iew. Therefore, this review 
application is d i smd ss ed as misconceived. 
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