FENTRAL ADMINIQTRATIVE TRIBUNAL -~
MUMBAI BENCH

C.P.N0.105/2001 in . . | .
0.A.No.1007/98 o ~ ' I

Dated this Tuesday-tﬁé 18th Day of Deceémber, 2001

Hon’ble ShrivJUStice'BmN.f81ngh Néé]am,_V1ce Chairman

"Hon’ble Smt.Shanta Shastry, Member (A).

Kundan Dhondiram Mohite .. Petitioner

(Org.Applicant)

© (By Advocate Shri 8.8. Karkera)

,  Versus

'1. Union of Ind1a through

- the Sebretary,
- Indian Council of Agr1cu1tura1
‘Research, Krishi. Bhavan,

New De1h1 - 110 001.

2. _Dr 8. ureen1vasan,A.

The Director,
Central Institute.for .
Research on Cotton Techhology

- {CIRCOT), Indian Council of

- Agricultural Research,
Adenwala Road, Matunga, ) -
chbay - 400 019. - I . . Respondents.

.(By Advocaue shri V.G. Rege)

: ORDER (ORAL)
{ Per : Justiue B N. S1ngh Neelam, V1ce Cha1rman }

 This contempt petitioh was filed on 15.10.200i

with a grievance as detailed therein with regard 'to non

comp11anre of order - s0 passed while d1sp081ng of the
O.A.No. 1007/98 on 22.6. 2001. An M P. far extens1on of
time sa filed on beha1; of the respondents was disposed

of on 2,11.2001. Respondents have f11ed their rep?y- to

"the C.P. on 26.11.2001 to which app?icants have,aTéo
~ filed their rejoinder to the reply.on 27.11.2001. In the

‘show causé €t has‘.been deta11ed tfat w1th regard to

-&2!‘
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: directfons 'given"in O.A;1007/98bsteps,have a]headY'been _
taken to implement the Judgment and payments..are made.
. vtj In. a11. fa1rness, learned ccunse? for the applicant
submits that the payments are made but while: giving -
promot1ons from the date S/Shr1 K.V. ' Nayar and H.K.
© Pawar were given conseqpentwal benefite and:<‘thereunt
discrepencies . so° incurred for which;the applicant has
tiiep'representation before‘the~coneerned~Respondent'i e.
| Respondent No.2 on 24 11 2001 which has -not been d1sposzp
Fﬁl- _ | of.' At th1s juncture on behalf of ‘the respondents'Ln
po1nted that vthe d1screpanc1es S0 ra1sed cannot be sa1d
%of; matter of contempt and that way the same to be
_ -rather ' 4 $*{ and a direction shé%&d be given to the
Qméram&esttglg&m
t the matter by- g1v1ng opportun1ty
to the app11cant to be heard w1th1n a st1pu1ated time.
2. | After hearihg the both sides, we find that there
fs much subetance in the arguments so admanced'on' beha}f
(d neiwfﬁﬁ\{efpapdentjﬁazivthat way this contempt pet1t1pn t=Ys]
.f11ed,\ stands :w#tthixg with a -d1rect1on to the
respondents concernee i.e. Respondent No 2 as tov d1spose
of the matter in connect1on with the representat1on S0

filed on 24.11,2001 w1th1n a period of 60 days from the

date of receipt of this order. by gfving‘an opportunity to.

the‘app]icant 'a1804vto be heard if so‘requifed;” Thet
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1represehtat1on be disposed - of by pass1ng a speaking

order. The- Contempt Petition stands d1spcsed of, with no'

-_order as to costs,

3. 3' After d1ctat1n the order a ﬁrayer is made on

0. A once aga1n if being not sat1sf1ed w1th the order so

i
passed on the representat1q thae e

e 4A|A~ﬁ§ ds do,

&kcxgaz %‘ . ) T
( smt.Shanta Shastry ) " .( B.N. Singh Neelam )
- Member (A) RO - Vice Chairman.
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:beha1T of the app11cant that to grant 1iberty to fi]e’
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