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PEP. HC·N'CLE l·if.' .. G()P."\L I'.PISI-ll\TJl., t-;Et-J3El\ (JUDICIAJ,) 

Applic~mt Chh.::,te L-~1 ba:=- filed this Contempt 

d.irectic·ns i2 su•:::·~'l l:·y th•::';! Tribunal vi.:;le its 
I 

.:.rde r da t.ed 

18.4.9~ at Annexure A-l were nat complied with by ths 

res.I:Jonder. ts and in5 tead ·=·f implcmen tin9 the judq•:::rnen t. 

dated 18~1.94, the respondents passed an order d3ted 

8.7.9-l in uti:er 

ing age rela~ation on the same lines as has been done 
I 

vid·= 1•=1:t•sr dated 4.-1.91 of th•:.:: Railv,;a_y Board 3nd c.n the 

wi~l that of Bahadur Singh and it wae duly ~onsidered 

It Haa alsq dir•:!·~ted by 13.4·,: ISI~·H:h :dE.. t.h:ls Tribunal \·Jhile 

aggrieved by any order of the respondents, he shall be at 
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merits of the cas0. The ca3e of the applicant 

to the pest of Cle~ner has been con~idered by the 

respondents and as such there was n0 disobedience 

of th~ order in question 0n their part. In the 

N0ticee issued to the respondents are heiebj 

YK~·~~ . 
(GOPJ.\L CF:IS!-Il'!.h.) 
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