
THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

Applicant (S) 

Advocate for Applicant (S) 

NOTES OF THE REGISTRY 

ORDER SHEET 

APPLICATION NO.: --------

Respondent (S) . 

Advocate for Respondent (S) . 

ORDERS OF THE TRIBUNAL 

07.09.2009 

CP 04/2009 (OA No. 190/2006) 

Mr. C.B. Sharmar Counsel for applicant. 
Mr. B.N. Sandu, Counsel for respondents. 

Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

For the reasons dictated separately, the CP is 
disposed of. 

(B.L. KJti;;; 
MEMBER (A) 

AHQ 

; 

,i -r, '/. ft/l{Ji Iv/ 
(M.L. CHAUHAN) 

MEMBER (J) 



, 

HJ THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUl\!AL 
JAIPUR BENCH , 

1"-"i1 p11f. thic:: thA ()7th rlav !"Ii,.. C:eptAm-h.or- 'J!IQQ 
-u \."I ! r ··~ '-'• •- - , - 1 - - .......... ..., ......... r .... ~ ..,, 

CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 04/2009 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 1.90 I 2006 

CORAM: 

HON'"BLE MR. M.L. CHAUHAN 1 JUDICIAL fVlEMBER 
HI,..,!\" M I ~ ~.1,.., M I I/ I I f\ -rr-rT " .-.; "~ T ~.IT,.... "T"'n " "T"'T\ 'r '\11 r "1 r> r- l"'1 

V1-.l i:)l...i: ;• f\.. u.L. r'nJ-\1r .... J., t-\Lli'IJ.i'\IJ..:::;ii'./-\1.lVC i IC:i'1Dt:i'\. 

Ram Bharose Gadona son. of Shri Lakha Ji, aged about 61 years, 
resident of near Khat\kon Ka Mandir1 Baran. Last employe:d as Postal 
Assistant rHSG-In. New Grain Mandi. H.O .. Kota. - . ... .4 ~ • • ~ , .I -

..... APPLICANT 

(By Advocate: Mr. CB. Sharma) 

Smt. Radhika Dorai Swamy) Secretary to the Government of Indla 1 

~""'-'*'I.rt~-~""' _.,:. P.t-.._.._,_ l\Aia-r.;-.,_ ....... , ,-.~ r~~--.-..-.r••""""'C-~ior. ci""l ... iU,..1 _'f1 ... 1f .. -..,~1~11·=s~._l;V,..l..j 
l..lt::!J~ l.lll'C1H. Vi V:::>l.::> 1 1'11111:::>1.IY Vi '1,.,Vllllii!.llli Cll.l ti v ..., , 

Technology,. Oak Br1aw~rn .. Sansad Marg,. New Delrd . 

' , 

(By Advocate: Mr. 8.N. Sandu) 

ORDER (ORAL) 

....... RESPONDENTS 

The· applicant has filed this Contel)lpt Petition for alleged 

violation of the order dated 2.2.08.2008 passed in OA No. 190/2006. 

2. Notice of this Contempt Petition was given to the re.spondents. 

The _respondents· have filed their reply.· Through the. reply,. the 

resp·ondents have annexed copy of the order dated· .29.04.2009,. 

which was Issued by the Desk Officer (VP).· Perusal of thls order 

reveais that the said orcJer has been issued· with the. approval of the 

·secretary (Post). 

3. VI/hen the matl:er was listed on 27 .07 .2009; learned counsel for 

the applicant submitted that direction !ssued by tt·ds Tribunal was to 

(&1L,/ 



•• 
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the Secretary to decide the matter1 ns such 1 the orqer has not been 

passed in conforlTlity witl1 the observations made by this Tribunal in 
/ . 

~he QA, we directed resoondent no. 1 to decide the matter under his 
' . t . . 

own signature and i$.SUe order. Th~ matter was.adjourned for today. 

4. Todav. learned counsel for the resoondents has brouaht to our 
J' I -

notice the order dated 03.09.2009i which is taken on record. Perusal 

of this ·order reveals that now the order has been passed by 

-Secretary (P) 1 Respondent no. 1 .. 

5. In view of what has been stated ahove 1 the present Contempt 

Petition does not surv!ve.s now. According!yi the Contempt Petition is 

disposed· of. ·Notice issued to tile respondent is hereby discharged.· 

Needless to add t1~,at in case the aoo!icc:nt is still aaorieved ·ov the 
- l 1 - - I 

. order passed by Responqent no. 1,. he will be .at ·liberty to me 
substantive OA. 

(8.L.KH~ 
· MEMBER (A) 

AHQ 

·-

(M.L. CHAUHAN) 
ME1"·1BER (J) 

. f 


