
' 

. . 

I 

• 

• 

• 
! 

• • 

' 

• 

.. 

• 

• 
• 

; 

• 

OP£l•T cOtmT , 

CS HRAL AD!ii':'Tj l' AITVE l'RIBUITA.· ~ , i\·,J\Hi\Bi\D l3:S 1~' 

AlJ.a>abad : nat:.:eci this ?7th ray of April , 2001 . 

Civil Contc-p)t 1\T)l i ('!Clt.-1 on Io . 04 of ~000 

In 

Orioinal A~Jlication ~ . 6~9 of 1 995 . 

Co . • .. . '"'\. . . - • -
H~n ' nle ~ . Justice RR' Crivcoi , v .c . 

hon ' ~)le . ta;j ..;en .(t{ Srivastava , A . !1 . 

Go_;::>u l <rishna :J/o .:>ri Rughavan, 

R/o rrouse Io . 376- C/1 , iirza_"n.r Road , 

'Ta'i'1i , Al l ahabad . 

(3 ri s . Advocate) 

• • • • • • • • Ap='licant 

Versus 

1 . . Sri StL<hbi; Singh , 

Divisional Railv-ray £.tanager , 

rorthern Rail\-: en , Allal nhad. 

· ? . Sri Om Pra'<:~sh · rishra , .Senior l'ivisional 

':lersonnel Ofl:; c er , !':lrt'-.crn Rai h:ay , 

Al l ahabad . 

3 . Srr ayal Logra , Senior ' .. d vi .. ional Electrical 

En ; inecr { '1\~I; ), tJorthern Raib·Jav , Allaha:)ad . 

(.Sri A. K. Gaur , Advocate ) 

• • • • • • • • Rcspon(ents 

0 R D ~ R (0 r a 1) -- - - -·--·-- - • 

Bv Pon ' ble Ar .:.,_Jnstice HKK 1'r1vedi , V . c . 

This a e ) l Jcantion under 3ectio n 17 of the .\dministratJve 

J:'ribunals :Act , 1 935 , h~s ocen f·lled for puni shing the res~ts 

for co~ 1itting contemDt of this rribunal by disobeying the 
v-: R~w.J~ 

order aatad 28- 11-1997 passed in OA .b . 649 o~ 1995 .\~en±tnr~ 

paragraph of the afor.esaio order reads as under :-

" In the l ight of the above eiscuss5~on , I finCi no merit 
in the apolicution and the same i s <lism..i.ssed accoruingly . 
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Hm·1evc r , as provi ded in para 9 above, the applicant may mal<e 
a representation fo~ ppsting at Allahabad and the responden~s 
shall cds;x:>se of the same \·Tithin the 9eriod stipulated . 
•1"'here ·13hall be no order as to costs . 11 

2 . In Para 9 of the judgement the Tri bunal said t h at the 
applicatio n uill be disposed of 't~Tithin a period of t1'-IO 

months if the rep resentation i s filed by the app licant 

\.•lithin . period of· a month from the · ate o:: receipt of this 

• • <::'... \2. "' ~ ~b tk"'j 1 d 10 1 1 998 order . The npp llcatlon ~ statea to · ~\ . e on - - • 

rhe: '.:>eriod of t't·ro months exoired on 10- 3- 1998 . Disobedience . . 
of t he o r der o f t his £'ribunal occurred \'Jhen the a r,>;l-l cation 

'-'!as not decid ed within t'tvo months . The period .of one year 
. 

started rnnning f rom 'chat date and had expired on 11- 3- 1 999 . ' 
• 

This contempt app lication has been f iled on 10- 1 - 2000 i .• e . 

long after expiry of the period of one y ear . 
' 

3 . Learned counsel for t he app licant submitted t t at the 

respon dents pass ed fresh o rder of transfe r; transferring 

the ap9 licant fro m Al lahabad to Hathras and the transfer 

ord er vras p assed on 27 - 1 - 199 9 . L~arned counse l for the 

a ppl ican t has submitted that t he cause of action for filing 

this contempt a _">].Jlication a rose T'll"len the f resh order \·Jas 

passed . He fai l to und erstand hm·;r the cause of action for 

f iling t he co n tempi.. a pplice:t:U:n could have arisen to the 

a ?plicant on passing of fresh o rder . There uas no prohibitio,n 

put by the order of thi s ?ribnnal against-passing any f r esh 

ord er . In the circQ~stances, this contem9t application is 

time barred ano is dismissed acc"::l r dingly. Notices issued 

are d i s ch arged . 

Dube/ 
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be no order as to costs • 

f"lember (A ) 
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