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'J.:N ·THE CENTRAL AmUNISTR;TJVF. TRTBUNAL, JA.IPUR BF:NC~, J:I\IPUR • . , I 
DATF. OF ORDER 

CP l8/2nn2 

Bhaw~ri.i Singh Gu:(jar son of Shri Ram.Swarpop Gurjar by caste­

Gurjar-r~sident of c/o Hari Singh Mc:inva,- M.L.7\. 6/7, Viohayak 

-Nagar West, Jyoti Nagar, Jaipur,. 

v 

•.• ;-Petitioner 
. I 

VERSUS 

v. D ~ Gupta:, . General- , ~~anager, 'l.¥estern Rai'lway Chruchgate, 

r'lutnbn.i. 

\ 
' .. .••• Respondents. 

Mr. N.c •. Choudhary, Counsel for the applicant. 

CORAM 
\ 

' 

I, 

I 

Hon' ble ~1r. s. K. Agarwal , 1'1ember ( Juc'!.icial j 

H.on'nle Mr. H.O. Gupta,·Memb~r (Administrative) 
' /' 

.ORDER 
\, 

PER HON" BLE MR. H.O. GUPTA, MEMBER (ADMINISTRA'l'IVE) 

This Contempt Petition.has beem filed alleging wilful 
., I 

disobedience of 1 the orCler of this. Tribunal· dated 18. 1n. ?.Onl 
'. 

'i'n oA..No. 43LL/:?nnl.. In the, said ·.order, the applicant was 

'directed 'to send a copy of his r~present~tion to the 

'respondents within the. fortnight: 'Annexure .1\-/. of the 
'• I 

petition. said to be th¢ · represent~tion. is only a· forwarc'ling 

\ 

' 

'Jetter.· Copy of the -rep~esentation, from where it conlfl ·be 

seen that- t~e ·applicant· ha( sent ' 
1

"_- • the _rE?presentation, has . 

not been filed. Jt appea.rs that the appl±cant . has· . 'not 

suhmii:ted any representation. Sinc_e the applicant has not 
I I\ 

complied. with · the orc'ler of '-this 'I;rihunal, 'j:his Contempt 

~eti'!=ioil .._ is. not !mai:~ti:dnahle, 
liminie. 

' ' 

MEMBER (_A) 

therefore, aismisseo .in 

(S.K. AGARWAL) 
' ' 

~lfF.r.mBR. (J) 


