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IN THE CENTPl\L 31.DMil'JISTPATIVE TPIE:UilAL, JAIPUP BEl,1CI-l, JArPUF.. 

C.P.no.lS~/95 Dat~ of order: 18.9.1996 

M.A.No.218/96 

Eliyas ; P-2tition~r 

Vs. 

Shri H.M.Singh,, 

Chi~f Proj~ct Offic~r (Construction), 

W~stern Railway, 

Jaipur .& Anr. 

MJ.:-.P.V.Calla Counsel for p~tition~r. 

Mr.Manish Bhandari .Counsel for r~apondenta. 

CORAM:· 

Hon'bl~ Mr.O.P.Sbarma, Adminiatr5tiv~ Member 

Hon'ble Mr.Patan Prakaeh, Judicial Member. 

PEP HON'BLE MP.O.P.SHAPMA, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER. 

t I·,,= L··= in tha.t i:h·= should b·= 

p~rsonall7 and asked why they ehould not be punish~d for their 

failure to implem~nt tha order of the Tribunal pass~d on 

28.3.1995 in O.A No.l/95, .Adal Singh ~ Ors. Vs. Union 6f India 

& Ors. 

perused the repl] fil~d by the respondents ao also the 

additional affidavit fil~d by them. Th= learned counsel for the 

t h ·=- o:l i L. ·= •:: t ions _.r: 
'-'L th~ Tribunal have 

been complied with, except with reg5rd to regulariaation of the 

applicant in rota Diviaion. The learned counsel for the 

that th·= a t='l=· l i cant ' s fc:-.r 

in due course, as p~r the seniority position. 
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to him so far. r-Iow~v~L-, this m.=.tteL- had n.:·t 1:-.·=-·~n agitat.cd ·in 

the O.A and it does not arise in the prea2nt Cont~mpt P~tition. 

regard. 

4. In 'vi<-?'1.·1 of the po:·sition si:at.::-cl 1n p.sxa :2, al::'·ov~, this 

Contempt Petition has b~come infructuous and it is, th.cr~fore, 

dismissed. Notice2 isau~d are discharged. 

5. M.A No.:21El/96 has be.~n fil=cl by th·= Unior1 of India and 

' 
of time for impl.~mentin·;r th·= ·=•i.."d,~r .:·f th.;: TL-ibunal paas.:::d on 

28.3.9~:0 in O.l), No.l/95. Since the aaid Contempt Petition··has• 

dismiased the Misc .• ·1. 

Application has also now become infructuoua. The M.A i~, 

".-' ' th2refore, dismissed. 

(P..atan Prakash) 

Member(Judl). Member ( Adm). 
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