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·'°' CENTRAI, ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNT\I, 
ALIAHABAD BENCH 

At.I,MIA8',S-- 

C!.!!! Misc.Conteapt Petition ~·.il !!! ~ 
In -- 

or19.~a!! Appliqation -~·!!S !.!._llli 

Allahabad this the l!Jh _day of --~--,,,..-- 2002 

Hon• bl.e Maj Gen K.K. sr1 vas tava .Member (A) 
!!2!!' bl.e Mr. A.K. Bhatna9.ar. Member (J) 

Rafi Uddin. aged about 78 years, s/o Late Shri Minbaz­ 
uddin. R/e 126/66-E. Ram Nagar. Na.i Basti. Nain1. 
Allahabad. 

PPlicant 
By Advocate Shri Rakesh Verma 

Versus - 
Sari K.K. Pandey, The Divisional Railway Manager. 
Northern Railway. Lucknow. 

Respondent 
~-. 

BX Advocate .~hr+ A .K. Gaur 

0 RD ER ( Oral ) 

By Hon• ble Mr.A.I(. Bhatnagai;, Member (!!) 
This·contempt 'petition has 'been filed 

under section 17 of the Administrative Tribunals 

. Aot, 1985 to punish the respondent for wilfully 

disobeyirg the order of this-Tribunal dated 27.6.00 

passed in O .A .N0.195 of 1998 Rafi Uddin vs. Union of 
India and Others. The followirv order was passed: 

"Considering the foregoi1"9, this court orders 
that a payment of 11" interest is made to the 
incwnbent from 25.07.97 till 02.11.99 viicb is 
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reasonable "and oot excessive". For P!lyMent 
of leave encashment benefits the respoooents 
should immediately entertain their represent­ 
ation ancfdecide it on merits. 

The O.A. is disposed of with the above 
direotions. NO cost." 

r..earned counsel for the applicant bas 

.- 
of tfie aforesaid~Jui.dgment tipon the respondept m.1 

vide letter dated 04.oa.2000. which was received 

by the respondent no.l on 11.oa.2000. out till today 

the order has oot been fully canplied with~:. It is 

stated that the responde~ts have paid the meagre amount 

of Rs.685/- towards interest on wrong and frivolous 

calculation,as the applicant is enti~ed to be paid 

interest at the rate of 11%.as a•rded by this _Hon' ble 

Tribunal. on the am,unt of Rs.l. 44. 232. The EJpplicant 

has also filed a correot statement of calculation 

as annexure-l to l'l~s s11ppleraentary affidavit. It 

is further stated that _the benefit arising out of 

the order of the Hon• ble Apex Ceurt has oot been 

fully granted. an::l the respondents are tryirg t:o 

mislead this Hon' ble Q:>urt. Therefore. th• applicant 

ha~ prayed for punishment to respondent no.l for 

commi ting contempt. of court. 

3. 
~ ~ 

'l'\O• I 
The responden/t;t ha,£:.; filed . 

- - --~~- 
counter affidavit• affidavit of corapliance =--· - 

and also the sUQplementary Q6tlli~~affldavit1 
~made by the applicant~ · · 

denying the allegationsL The r.~spondent m.l 

bas averred in the counter-affidavits that the 

full compliance has been made of the order of · 

this Hon• ble Tribunal. It is averred that all 
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. as 
the paymentf_directed by this Hon• ble Tribwal 

following the Hon'ble supreme ct>urt's order. have 

been paid te> the applicant. The representation 

with regard to paymen~ of leave encashment. has 

already been decided on merits. The respondents 

have also prepared a chart. in which ft shaws tba t 

all the payments due to the applicant have been 
has . . 

paid. The respondentL ~;.'l~/pr~yed for dismissal 

of· the contempt petition and £01; discharge of the 

notice,issued to him. 

We have heard the learned 09unsel for 

the parties and perused the record. 

s. The main g.rgument:.:. of the learned 

counsel for the applicant is that the respondents 

have not granted the benefit to the:.applicant arising 

out of the order of the Hon1ble Apex Court., on the 
.,, 

othe{ hand the respondente has~ clearly mentioned 

in -·-1t1.svcounter-affidavit that the payments as 

directed by this Hon'ble Tribunal following ·the 

Hon•ble Supreme Court's order, have.been paid to 

the applicant. We are also satisfied that the 

directions given by this Tribunal, have been 

complied with. 

6. From the above facts and circumstances, 

no case of c~tempt is made out. The cont*mpt 
~- 

proceedings dropped and notice is discharged. 

w 
Member (J) 

/M.M./ 


