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Open Court 
CENTRAL ADl.\lllNISTI~ TIVE 1'RIBUNAL 

ALLAHABAD BENCH 
ALJJA.HABAD 

Civil Contempt Application No. 153 of 2002 
In 

Original Application No. 1212 of 1994 

Wednesday, this tbe 28th of February 2007 

lion. Mr. Ashok S. Knrnn1ndi, Member (l) 
Hon. Mr. K.S. l\lenon, Men1ber (A) 

1. Satya Prakas!1 Varslmey, aged about 65 years, S/o Late Slir1 
Kishori Lal V ais11ya, Rio 3006, 1V1adl1ugarlu. Hatlrras. 

2. Mahe11dra Prakasl1 Saxena, aged about 60 years, S/o Shri 
Vishan1bhar Nath Saxen~ R/o Telephone Exchange, Kasganj, 
District-Et ah. 

3. Yad Ram Rathor, aged about 62 years, S/o Slui ~1 unshi Lal 
Ratl1or, Rio 18/5, Narayan Nagar, Behii1d Jawala Tallaes, Distt. 
Et ah. 

4. Alauddin, aged about 63 years, S/o Shri Bhure Khati, Rio V .P. 
Nagla Kheri, Distt. Etah. 

5. Leela Dhar Pippa!, aged abo1.lt 64 years S/o Shri Shya:i11 Lal, Rio 
354, Jatabpar, P.O. Gandhi rv1arket, Distt. Eta11. 

Applicnnts 
By Advocate Sri Rakesh Verina 

Versus 

1. Shri Rajendra Kumar Gupta, Chief General Manager Telepl1one 
U .P. (West), Shastri Nagar, Meerutl1 (U .P. ). 

Respondent 
By Advocate Sri Anlit Sthnlekar 

Ol~DER 

AsJ1ok S. Knra1nudi, Me111ber (J) 

'flti.s Co11te111pt Petition is filed against the Order dat~d 25.01.2002 

passed in Original Applicatio11 No. 1212 of 1994. ln t]1e said Order 

paragraph no.6 reads as follov.rs: -

"6. 

... 

TI1e ().A ts according1y alJowecl Th~ order elated 6.5.1994 (Ann l) is 
quashed. 111e responcloritu are dir~cled to proruole th~ applicants 
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under BCR sch\!me fro1u tht? date t1HHr i1n1aerliate juniors were 
promoted, provided they satisfy other conditions provided under the 
schetnc of 1990. 'The applicants shall be entitled tor consequential 
relief. A~ the applicants have already suft(,red for a Jong tiine, we 
direct that tl1c respondents shall implement this order witl1in four 
months :from the date copy of this order is tiled.» 

2. On nolice, respondent appeared and filed their Reply Statement. 

Tl1e sum and substance of respondents' plea<l.ings is th.al iI1 co1n1Jhance 

vrith the Order passed by tlus l 'ribunal, t]1e respondents' autl1onty have 

passed the Order ai1d taken a decision on 24.01 .2005, rumexed as 

anneX1rre-7 alongwitl1 the Reply Slaten1ent. Having regard to lhe fact of 

J1otice of the aforesaid Order, wluch is a detailed one, we do not find any 

justifiable reason to proceed in the conte1npt proceedings. Accordingly, 

conte1npt proceedll1gs are dropped wid notice issued to tl1e respondent is 

disc11arged. However, liberty is granted to tl1e applicant to agitate the 

Jnatter, If lie l1as any gri.e\rance, before the appropriate forum against the 

Order pa..~ed by the respondents. 
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Nlen1ber (A) • 
M e1uber (J) 
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