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• •• Applicant. 

-~ ~ -~ .. - c.: -- -~ -- : IC T'":.=t ----· • 

Versus. 

-:'r'-.; f""'P' ~ 
--- • 4,;_ . 

-== ~..= C. \,'l' - u 
- ---- ~ ...,. ·- · :.1.."'1. . - n:: •• rt:...er n Ra~lr.-:ay , Lucknow. 

• •• Respondent. 

__ ·--<!- =-~~'? : ===- r< . ::: . S!.n;h holC.ing brief of Sri A.K. Gaur . 

M".C ... 1 - - ...,.,_""'"' --~ --_ ...... _ :-_ - ~-r _ ..,..._ 

0 Et D E R ( OP..AL ) -- ---------

!'£-.!s co:-tte~-:. petit:; on has been filed by the 

c __ eaea ~s-o~~~ce oi tne order dated -
-=. :L.:;;~ r.a:e.s=c. ..... v i:......:.s Tr!oonal in o.A. no. 1276 of 1992. - -
.. 
~ -

~ -. 

~!e a!lo· :ng the O.A •• tne Tribunal had 

a e, ~.ereiore . allow ~~is Original Applicat­
.ion. & direct the responaents to consider the 
appl£c2nt for regularisation against any 
q roup · ~· post suitable to his medical cate-
_ory b_ following the relaxed standard of 
Q.ed.,ical exar:U.nation as provided in Railway 
Soard•s ci~cular dated 29.8.93 within three 
lX)nths fro~ the date of receipt of copy of 
t..t-Us order. • 

The respondents 111 their counter dfi.davit. 

v.ice ~ra 4 :2ve &"Cat:ea that in coaapl.tance o.l 

tn~ "Zr..i.D"u-iir.l.. t.~e applicant waa sent £om 

&.Jhae:;uenUy. vide their 

tJ\e respondeota. Jn pijlra 4 • 
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was found medically unfit even following t he relaxed stdndard 

of medica l 

circular. 

22.7.2000. 

examina tion. as provided in the Railway Board•s 
r egarding it 

The applicant was a lso informe9tvide letter dated 

rt was stated that the applicant was found unfit 

in s-1 and below due to physic dis-ability by Chief i.tedical 

superintendent. Northern Raill,;ay. Lucknow on 15.3.2000. a copy 

of the medica l report issued by the concerned Medical officer 
' 

has C\lso been annexed a s Annexure CA-2. 

4 . • we have heard t he l earned counsel for ~~e 

parties a nd have perused the pleading s on record. , 

s. The applica nt in his Rejoinder affidavit has 

not specifically denied the fact of medical examination 

conducted by ~~e respondents. It is. however . denied tha t the 
~ 

applicant ·IPS ever received the lette r dated 1.2.2000 through 

which the app-licant i s stated to have been informed about 

h i s medical examina tion. The applicant has. however~ not 

filed any document or Re joinder "l:'ebutting ' t he cantents of 

the letter dated 22.7.2000 issued by the Assistant Engineer. 

, Northern Railway.'fllucknow. in which the facts regarding the 

medical examination having been conducted on 15.3.2000 and 

the applicant hoving been found unfit in B-1 and below due to 
have been mentioned • 

physic disability,L we are. therefore. satisfied that the 

r e spondents have complied with the order of this Tribunal and 

no c ase for contempt is made-out. The contempt petition is 

liable to be dismissed. Accordingly. the Contempt petition 

is dismissed. Notices issued to the respondents are herelly 

discharged. The learned counsel for the applJ.eant. .:Lna.ists 

that the applicant may be granted a liDCtY to f;tl~ t<eeb. 

O.A. challenging the order o£ 

ordered according~y. 


