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IN THE CENTPJ1,L }\DMINISTPATIVE TPIEUNAL, JlUPUF EEIJCH, JAIPUR. 

C.P.No.l77/95 Dat~ of ord~r: 18.9.1996 

M.A.No.224/96 

Nathu L=:ll : P.;::titioner 

Vs. 

Shri Pavindran, G~n~ral 

Manag~r, W~st~rn Railwa7, 

Bc.mbay & Ors. 

Mr.P.V.Calla Couns~l for p~titioner. 

Mr.Manish Bhandari Couns~l for r~spondents. 

CORAM: 

Hon'tl~ Mr.O.P.Sharma, Administrative Member 

Hon'bl~ Mr.Patan Pratash, Judicial M~mber. 

( PEP HO:•N'ELE MP.i).P.SHP,F.MZ~, ~,DMilJISTF:ATIVE MEMBEr!. 
~ 

Thie Cont~mpt P~tition has b~~n filed by Shri Dathu Lal, 

that the .3h.:·uld .:::alled 

personally and a2ted why thev should not b~ puni2hed for their 

failure to implement the order of the Tribunal pa2sed on 
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Ors. 

perused th~ ~~ply filed by the respondent2 as also the 

affi.Javit 

petitioner 'accept2 tJ-,at 
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th.;m. The learned counsel for 

1: h·: di re.:t ion a - .c 
t_t l. the Tr itunal 

the 

have 

been compli~d with, except with r~gard to regularisation of the 

appl i.:.anl: in rota Division. The the 

has stat~d for 

in due course, as f~r the s~niorit7 position. 

that salar7 of the petitione~ for a part of the period during 
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the O.A snd it do~a not a~ia~ in th~ p~ea~nt Contempt Petition. 

Therefore, no direction can be iaaued by the Tribunal in thia 

regard. 

Contempt Petition h~e b~come inf~uc~uoua 3nd it ia, the~efo~e, 

dlam1saed. Noticea issued are diacha~g~d. 

28.3.95 in O.A tlo.650/94. Since the said Contempt Petition haa 

.:l1am1a 2.ed i r. fruct u•:oua, 

Applic3tion h~a alao now become infructuoua. The M.A ia, 
( 

therefore, diamiaaed. 

( P..a tan Pr.::tl:.s.ah) 

Member ( ,Judl) • Member ( Adm) • 


