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IN THii CENTRAL AUMINISTRATIV8. TRIBUNAL, JAIRJR BENCH, JAIRJR 

CP 18/2003 ia OA 617 /2001) DATfi OF 0FDilR: si9~'2C03 

Rajesh Kumar son of Shri Ran Lakaan, TNCR, ~12staxn Railt•1ay 
aow No.rth ~starn Railway. Jnpur Station, Jaipur. 

~:i' •• .Applicant 

VERSUS 

1• Shri R.K. lA·3~na, Divisi,=>nal Rail Manag~r, tfaste1rn Railway, 

Now North V'lestern Railway, Powar House Road, Jaipu:i~' 

Mr': Nand Kishora, Coun:·H~l for th·l tapplicaltf­
Mq<i Madhukar Sharma, Proxy couns-"1 for ,, 
Mr~:! S ~S ~ Hassan, Couns~l for the respondents~ 

OORM\: 

Hon 1 bl~ Mr. l.\.L. Cbauhtan, Member (Judicial) 

:~,-. • • Respondent. 

Hon 1 bl.e Mr •, A .K. Bhandari, Me!lber (Adninistrati ve) 

OIDfi R ( ORALJ 

The present Cont·~pt Petition has b·~~ filed for the­
alleged disob~dienca of the ordQr of this Tribunal dated 13~$~002 
ptassed in GA No. 617/2001. 

2lt\ Show Cause n·:>tice was is-~utld to tll•~ respcndaat~tf&td .resp<:m~ 
dents have filad additional reply v.h.~reby stating that dir=cti•:ns 
issued by this Tribunal in OA No. 617/2001 has been comPlied with. 
They have •lso tendered unconditional tapolo•JY bl for delay in 
dQciding the matter;~, This fact is not disput~d by the leamed 
coun se 1 f orthe applicant~,, 

3;· In view v.hat has baa-1 stat~d •bove, the pr•=sent Cvntampt 

Petition does n•Jt survives'~ It is dismissed accordingl Y..7' Notices 
issu•3d to the respondents a~ discharged• 

~~,J 
(A.K. BH ) 

Mfiti.S 

.. ~L-
(M. L • CHAUHAN) 
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