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Hl THE CEl1'I'FAL ADMilH:3TP_1\TIVE TPIBUHAL 1 Jl\IPUP BEllCH 1 J3UJ?UF.. 

C.P.No.l7~/95 Dat~ of order: 18.9.1996 

M.A.No.222/96 

: P t: t i t i one L" 

Vs. 

: Fespondents 

Manag~r, West~rn Pailway, 

Bombay & Ors. 

Mr.P.V.Calla Couns~l for petitiont:r. 

Counsel for r~spond~nta. 

CORAM: 

Hon'bl~ Mr.O.P.Sharma, Admini2trativ~ Member 

Hon'ble Mr.Pat~n Prakash, Judicial Member. 

PEP HON'BLE MP.O.J?.SHAFMA, ADMINISTPATIVE MEMBER. 

Noc·r, thereir. that the should I. --''= 

- .c •-•L t h·== T!: i bun a 1 

Ors. 

peru2ed the reply filed by the respondents 9s also the 

additional affidavit filed by them. The le9rned counsel for the 

been complied with, regard to ragularisation of . the 

applicant in rota Division. The learned counsel for the 

hEt2 that the 

·~ 

in due course, as per the a~niority po2ition. 



.._, _________ -- --- -

2 

the O.A and it doea not ariee in th~ pr~a~nt Cont~mpt P~tition. 

regard. 

Cont~mpt P~tition haa b~come infructuous and it ia, th~refore, 

diamissed. Notic~s issu~d ar~ diach3rg~d. 

c:: -· . M.A No.~22/96 has filed b7 the Union India anj 

of tim.;;, .c - ~-j_IJL 

28.3.95 in O.A tlo.650/94. Since th.;;. said Cont~mpt P~tition has 

dlSrillSSed as having infru.::ttwua, the MlSC. 

Application has also now become infructuoua. Tte M.A is, 

(· 
therefore, diamiaaed. 
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