
IN· THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNALg JAIPUR EENCH~ JAJPUR. 

C.P.No.6/2000 Date cf oro'E.-r: .3)3l2..~ 

Chhagan Lal sooo, S/c Shrj Mangjlal SoGOg working as 

tv; a iliT'an in the 0/o Raflway Mail Serviceg J ad pur Dn. 
/ 

Jaipur. 

• •. • Petitioner. 

VE:. 

1. ·,Shri E.E~Kepoori Chief Postma~ter General~ Rajasthan 

Circle~ Jaipur. 

2. MrE:.G.Meohuwita DasE:~ Sr.Superintendent Railway Mail 

Service; JP Dn.~ Jaipur. 

Shri M.C.Mahaveru Inchargeu 'Head Record Office~ 

R.S.Eranchu Jaipur. 

• •• ReE:ponoentE:. 

Mr.P.N.Jati - Counsel for the p~titioner. · 

COBAM: 

Hon'ble Mr.S.K.Agarwal~ Judicial Member 

· Hon'ble Mr.N.P.Nawani~ AoministraUve. Member. 

PER HON'BLE ~R.S.K.AGAFWAL~ JUDICIAL MEMBER. 

This ie an application under Sec.l7 of the AominiE:tra­

tive Tribunals Act~ 1985~ arising out cf an order passed in 

O.A No.32li99 cateo i2.8.99. 
'. 

2. This Tribunal viae order dated 12.8.99 in·o.A No.32l/99 

issued o]rections as below: 

"In the circum'stanceE:~ we direct the reE:pcnoen~s to 

assign work to the applicant aE: a caE:uai labcui aE: ana 

when the same is available on- account~ of any leave 

vacancy of any Grcup-D ewpl cyee. T~e reE:ponoents shall 

consider grant of benefits to the applicant in terms of 

D.O.P. letter No.66-9/91-SPE-I dated 30.11.92 at Annx.A8 

E:ubject 

free to 

to itE: applicability to .him •. The applicant is 

make a fresh repres~nt at i en t c the concerned 

authority regardi_ng his grievance." 
' '• 

3. It iE: E:tated by the petitioner that the oppoE:ite pa~ties 

have wilfully ana deliberately diE:cbeyeo the crderE: cf ·the 

Tribuhal passed in O.A No.321/99 dated 12.8.99 by -net 

·ccwplying with the crderE: of this 'I'ribunal. In view of the 

facts stated in this conterrpt. petiUon the applicant has 

prayed to initiate c'ontewpt proceedings against the orposite 

partieE:. 

5~ Heard the learned ccunE:e} for the petitioner and perused 

the order dated 12.8.99 passed by thiE: Tribunal in O.A 



·l 

2 

No.32l/99 _and the averments made by'- the petitioner in the 

Contempt Petition. 

6. Disobedience of Court/Tribunal's order constitute 

contempt only when it is wilful or deliberate. It is the duty 

of the applicant to prove that the action of the alleged 

contemn~rs to disobey. the order of this Tribunal was 

intentional ·and deliberate. If this is not proved~ then it 

can be said that applicant failed to establish the contempt 

agains~- the alleged contemners. 

7. In the instant case on perusa~ of the averments made in 

the Contempt Petition~ petitioner failed to establish the 

fact cf wilful or deliberate_disobedience on the part cf the 
• >- . . 

oppos1te part1es. 

8. Therefore~ we are of the opinion that prima face 'there 

is no basis. to i''niti,ate contempt _.proceedings against the 

opposite parties and looking to .the facts ana circumstances 
' of this caseg ·we are not 'inclined to summon the opposite 

parties to initiate contempt· proceedings against them. 

9. We~ therefcrea dismiss this Contempt Petition as we do 

not find any basis to initiate contempt proceedings against 

the~parUH. 

( N. P. Na\\Tan i') 

Member (A). 

\ 

Q ~-· C. Agarwal) 
Member·( J) • 


