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OrEN COlJ .T 

CENTrlAL AllvUNIS TRATIVE Tl IBUNAL 
ALLAHABAD BE~H2 •• ALLAHABAD, 

Allaha ad, this the 6th day of .Je nue ry , 2004. 

Q.J 0111.JM : HON. M.d.. JUSTICE S , n. SINGH, V. C . 
HON. MH. D. • IINA.1. I2 A. • 

C.C.P. No. 15 of 2003 in 0.A. No.1140/ 2 

Swa tantro I<uma s: Saxena, J.E./ 1/Mw; SEE/under 

Dy.C.S. T.E./M,i/GI<f' Un i t . . ... 

Counsel for a .f.,licant : Sri rt.11• Sinha. 

Versus 

• ••• ,A licant. 

1. Sri Arv ind Sharma, Mem er/ Director (Electrical) Rly. Board, 

New Delhi. 

2. Sri On Pr-aka sh, General Mana£e.r, NE,., Go ra kbj u r . 

3. Sri P.K. Gu·ta, Chief }ersonnel Officer, N.E.rt.,Gorakh· ur. 

4. Sri Prahlad Swaroo , Chief Signal and Telecommunication 

En ineer, N.E.H., Gorakhpur. 

5. Sri Rewa ti Nara in .l?ra sad Sinha, Dy. Chief i!na l and 

Telecommunication Engineer, Mv, N.E.l., Gorakh ur • 

. . . . . . . . 
Counsel fer respondents : Sri K.~. Sin h. 

0 .t. 

S .1 • S INGH. V. C . 

Heard Sri ri.N~ Sinha for aJ;Jplicant arid Sri K.J:I. 

Sin;:ih, learned counsel for re sponderrt s . 

2, he Tribunal y its j udernen t and order dated 4,10.02 

rendered in O.A. N .ll 0/02 had directed the Director 

(ElectricalL hailway Board, New D?lhi to decide th represen­ 

tation dated 30.4.02 of the a" .-)licant y reas ned and St-Jeakin 

order within a e riod of three months from the date of 

communication of the order. A review· etition was filed on 

ehalf of the res ondents which was dis· osed of with the 

direction that the representation woul1 e decided y G.M. 

N.E • .r' ilway, Go ra khpu r . he General Mana;;,er, N.E. ··~ilways 
{A.I;)~· 

J.. since disf'osed of the representation y order dated 27,5,03, v"1f..t_ fu,.__"'(k4l ~cJL. ~ 1t..---- 
a'(y,i su mi tted that the re ::ire sen ta tion has not een decided 

t: ~ 



• rv • • .c. • 

in the light of he ob se rva t i.ons made y the Tr~ .una I in its 

j udqmsrrt dated 4.10.02. The representetion al-'i-iears to have 
~~ 

een dis.EJOsed of e f ce r taking into e c sondri W5 ~/! the 

itailway B ard orders issued on the point. Correctness or 
si '---' 

otherwise the decision taken on the re resentation is not e v 
t0 looked into the contempt jurisdiction. If a,;:;, rieved, the 

a Ld can t may challen e the order by means of £"~ a fresh 

C.A. ie find no ,round made out for contem· t rocee d ing s , 

Contempt etitiGn is ~ismissed and the notices issued stand 

disc ha x: ed. 

' ~ 
A.M. 

~ 
V .C. 

Asthana/ 


