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HJ TI-JE CENTFJ:\L A[,MII1I2.TFJ\TIVE TEIE.UllAL, JJUPUF' BENCH, JAIPU2. 

C.P.tlo.l83/95 Dat~ of ord~r: 18.9.1996 

M.A.No.2ll/96 

Amar Lal : Pet it ioner.~ 

Vs. 

Shri H.M.Singh, 

Chi~f Proj~ct Offic~r '(construction), 

WestErn Railway, 

Jaipur & Anr. 

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

Mr.Maniah.Bhandari Couns~l for respondents. 

CORAM: 

Hon'bl~ Mr.O.P.Sharma, Adminiatrativ~ M~rnb~r 

Hon 'J:,l.~ M1.~.Ratan Prakash, Judicial M·:rnber. 

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

This Cont~mpt P~tition has b~en fil~d by Shri Amar Lal, 

pca'.JinoJ the r~apond~nt~ should b·= called 

-failur~ to impl~ment th~. ocder of th~ Tribunal paaa~d on 

28.3.1995 in O.A No.l/95, Adal Singh & Ora Vs. Union of India & 

Ors. 

p~rua~d th~ r~ply fil~d by the r~apond~nts as also the 

additional affidavit filed by th~m. Th~ learned couns~l for the 

been cornpli~d with, ~xc~pt with r~gard to r~gul9ciaation of the 

applicant in ~ota Division. Th~ learn~d couna~l 

hEtS i:hat th~ appl icard:' ,3 

regularisation h~s be~n consid~red and ord~ra shall b~ issued 

in due course, as per the s~niority position. 

? -· . 
that salary of the petitioner foc a part of th= p~riod durin9 
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th~ O.A and lt do~a not ~~ia~ in th~ pr~a~nt Cont~mpt P~tition. 

Th~r~for~, no dir~ction can b~ i2au~d by th~ Tribun~l in this 

regard. 

5. M.A No.~ll/96 haa 

of tim~ fo1.· impl~m·~nt in9 th.~ •)L"d.;L· - ·'= 1_1 .L 

..c 
UL India and 

th~ Tribun~l pass~d on 

th~ Ml3C. 

Application haa also now b~com~ infructuoua. Th~ M.A ia, 

th~r~for~, dismisa~d. 

( Pa tan Pt·.~k.=tah) 

Member(Judl). Member ( Adm) . 
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