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IN THE CENTRAL AIJIINISTRAnVEL. TRIBUNAL 

ALLA&ABAD BENQi, ALLAHABAD 

Civil Mis~.Contmapt Application NC(l,166 of 2002 

in 

Original '\)plication N"'379 of 2002 

Allahabad this the 24th day of Septanber,~2 

Hon• ble Maj"9'1Gerr.iK.1'. Srivastava, A.M. 
Hon~ bl e Mrs.Meera c!hhil>ber, .r.M. · 

Lal Singh, son of late Shri Dina Nath Singh, 
r/ o 28 Kendriya Vidyal aya No..·l Ccmpus Teachers 
Colony, J hansi Cantt. J bans i. 

- - ~pl icantt'I 

(By Advocate - Shri B~P.Shrivastava) 

Veraus 

Mr.'1M.~ Rao, DePlltY ConlniSSioaer (Adnne·) 
Kendriya Vidial aya Sangathan, 
18. Institut onal !Area, Shaheed Bhagat 
Singh Marg, New Del bi-16 • 

Mr• T•Khan, Principal, Kendriya Vidayalaya 
No.! J hansi, Rana Pratap Alarg, J bans±~ 

- Responden~ 

(By 4'\vO Cate - Slri N. P.Singh) 

OR.DER'™ 
lfy Hon' bl e ·Mrs,Meera · Qlhibber,.J.·M, 

None p.reaent fo.r the appl:ic ant, even in the revised 
• 

call.~ Lea.med counsel for the respondents has invited 

ou ·r attention to the direction passed by this Tribunal 

on 9-:~ 2002 in OA N«r.1379/02, whereby the 0A was finally 

disposed Of by giving a direction to respondatt No-•'3 

Deputy Co•1Hissione.r, Kendriya Vidyalaya Sangathan, 

Contd••'•.~ 
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Htllf Delhi to consider and decide the representation 

of the applicant •!thin a month fzan the date a copy of this 

order is filed before him al.ongNi th fresh copy of represen­

tation. Today when the matter cane µp, counsel for the 

respondents bas procklced for our pemsal the order 

dated 27.~~ax>2 by which the representation of the applicant 

bas been disposed of by passing a detailed and reasoned 

order: lhe said order is taken on record. It is aJ,so 

state4 by the counsel for the respondents Shri N • .P!Singh 

that against t he said order dated 27.·!Y.j2002, the applicant 

bas already approached the Hon'ble High C~urt of Allahabad 

by filinrJ a Writ Petition and the Hon' ble High Court 

of ltlababad bas been ple~sed to stay the operation of the 

said ozder• lhe respondents counsel has also inVited 

cur attention to Annexure-CAsl & CA-2 by which the 

applicant bad givai bis jt._ining report on 13~.2002 and 

the sane • as "';,:.nunicat~ to tbe DePUtY Commissioner (Acln~•), 
Har Delhi. 

2. In view of the facts as explained by the LO 
1d !&.; n.-:--

re spo nden ts' cot.msel and the statanent made"-at 'bar,· 

• e think the di.I'eetion given in the 0A >having already been 

ca.plied with, this CCP is nolonger maintainabl&-.· 

Acco.rdingl / , ttUs CCP is disnissed and notices against 

the respondents a.re discbargett: 
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