CENTRAL ADWINISTRAT IVE TRIEUNAL
- EANGAT.ORE BENCH

Second Floor,
Commercial Complex,
Indiranagar,
BANGALCRE~ 5¢0 0638,

. La ed"\aDEC’L}g‘(l
Corlterpl Poly %’mO\btfso/%L 5

L/ .
APPLICATION NO: __ D4 /

APPLICANTS i SK-B-S-V-RAany oy ansbliur

V/s.

mtsie Sk MWwngan ehie) Per Officor .
ST §m%mwi%wm¢g@fw, ’

gb’b”- SN a ‘p\j W/
@M-T&d ﬁ%?»\fmw, |
Wherogy, GandhuirgmBangalore -9
St - AN -Venugopala iz,
@) feomenls ,\?%Mfsf@z@
RV Roa , Bangalne s

Te

Suhject :— Toitwarding mf “opies of the Order- Passed by the
Central Administrative '1"r.1‘bunal,Bangal~re.

& above
mentioned aPplication (s ) on 3@ ’“ 'SLF
+
1'59ué'—010% L
1318 My
R O ,(L”/ DERUTY WEGISTRAR
. JUDICIAL BRANCHES,

gm*




CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
; BANGALORE BENCH, BANGALORE

CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 50/1994 IN
0.A,N0.9471993

WEDNESDAY THIS THE THIRTIETH DAY OF NOVEMBER, 1594

MR. V. RAMAKR ISHNAN MEMBER (A)

MR. A.N., VUIIJANARADHAYR MEMBER(3)

1. Shri B.S.V. Rao,
aged 64 years,
Chief Travel Ticket Collector
(Retd),
No.14, 12th Cross, 1st B Main,
Kengari Satellite Toun,
Bangalore - 560 060

2, Shri R,P, Jivaraj
aged 64 years,
S/o Shri R.T. Krishnamurthy
. L 69, Lottegollahalli,
LI - R.MNV. 2nd Stage, e T
Bangalore - 560 094 = Applicants/
Petitioners

(8y Advocate Dr,M,S. Nagaraja)
Ve

1. Shri Murugan,
Chief Personnel Cfficer,
Scuthern Rajiluay,
Park Toun,
Madras

* 2, Shri Ashok Bhatnagar,
Chairmgn,
Railway Board,
New Delhi

3, Shri Mazihuzzaman,
Secretary to Government of Indias,
Ministry of Railways,
New Delhi Respondents/
' Alleged Contemners

0RDER

MR. V., RAMAKR ISHNAN, MEMBER(R)
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