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CENTRAL M)Jv1INISTRATIVE I1RIBUNJtL 
ALLJ\Hl!BAD BENCH : .I.ILLl!Ht'IB~D 

CIVIL 1ISC COTHEMPT PETITION N0.53 OF 2'.)03 

IN 

ORIGIH~L IIPPLIClTION N0.691 OF 2)01 
~LLIIH(IB~D THIS '.1.HE 8TH Q~Y OF IIUGUST,ID03 

HON1BLE MAJ GEI1. K. K. ~RIV~STAVll ,MElfilER-.ti 
HQ.N~QLE_M.a§~ MEEB.£_QHHIDBE],MJ!!J;}].B.:.J_~--- 

Surecli a1end Sexena, 
Retired Mail Driver, 
Central Railway .nrnnsi, 
R/o 799, Kh ush Ip ure , · 
District - Jh arrsd , • • ; •••••••• Applicant 

(By lldvoc~te Shri ti.D. Pr ekash & Shri H.P. Pandey) 

Versus 

S'hri Raj eev Bh ar-gava , 
Divisional Railway Menager, 
Centrel Railway D.R.M. Office, 
ot~trict- .n1rinsi. 

(By Advocate Shri D.C. Saxena} 

• •• ~ ••••••• Respondents 

JLlULLJL 

Grievence of the applicrint in this e as e was that vide 

order a~tea 07.06. roo1 his O. ll • .t,To. 691/01 1~ was a Lsmt ased 

es witl drawn by ohserving that the app l Lcan t may p er sue his 

representation before respondent no.2 whicl1 ~1011 be consideri 

end decided by a reasoned order within tl1ree months (Page 10), 

1: Todey leerned counsal for the respondents app se r ed en< 

filed affid~vit of S'hri ~.K. Sin~1, ~enior Divisional Personn1 

Officer, North Central R0ilway, J1rnnsi who hes stated that 
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efter tt1e dismissel of ti1e O.A. applicent's representation 

dated 15.03.2)00 was decided vide letter dated 23.08.2)01 

(tnnexure CA-1). But epplicant again gave another r ep r esen- 
4n 

tstion witi1 regerd to actual difference which accordingfh im 
~.J,16-.. 

was Rs.380/- but department had given a lesse~ 'lhe r espond en 

l'l~ve since decided his 8Ubseguent representation da-~ed 19.11.1 

·also vide order datea 07.05.2)03 alongwitl1 a Comparative CLan 

issued to tb e applicent. Letter c1longwitl1 Compe·rative Chart 

if: f 11 ed es lrnnexure C~-2. · 

3. In view of ti1e facts as exp l e i.ned by ti1e respondents 

we ~re satisfied tt1et no contempt is made out again~t tt e 

respondents. Jccordingly, tl1is Contempt Petition is dismissed 

end notices issued to the respondents ere d i.sche rg ed , Howeve 

spplicent would be at liberty to file a fresh o. A. in ce se 

he is ~till aggrieved by the o rd ar s passed by the respondents 

Member-J Memh er-Ii 

/Neel em/ , . 


