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IN THE CEUTPAL ADMIUI.S'J;'F.ATIVE TPIBUNAL, JP.IPUP. BENCH, JAIPUR. 

C.P.No.l89/95 Dat~ of ord~r: 18.9.1996 

M.A.No.213/96 

Om Pra}:aah : P~titioner 

Vs. 

Shri H.M.Singh, : Respondents 

Chief P~oject Officer (construction), 

Western Railway, 

·Jaipur & Anr. 

Mr.P.V.Call3. Couns~l for petitioner. 

Mr.Manish Bhandari 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble Mr.O.P.Sharma, Administrativ~ Memb8r 

Hb~'ble Mr.Patan Prataah, Judicial Member. 

PEP HO~l'BLE !'-'lP.O.P.Sr-L11.PMA, 3\[,MIUISTEATIVE MEMBER. 

Thia Cont~mpt P~tition has Been filed b7 Shri Om 
' 

Pr3tash, praying th~reih that the respondents ahould b? called 

failure to implement the order of the Tribunal paaa8d on 

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

Ors. 

perused the repl~ filed b7 the respondents as also the 

additional affidavit filed b~ th~m. The learned couns~l for the 

been.complied with, except with regard to regulariaation of the 

\ applicant in rota Division. The learned counsel for the 

haa that i:h;: for 

regulariaation has been considered and orders ahall be iseued 

in due course, as per the seniority poaition. 

? _, . 
that ealary of the petition~L for a part of the period during 
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to him so far. I-Ii:>\·l·~V·=r, thL= matt~r had not b.::.~n agitated in 

the O.A and it do~e not aria~ in the pr~aent Contem~t Petition. 

regard. 

4. In vie\·1 of the poeition stato::d in t=·ara :!., abov.;:,, this 

Contempt Petition has becom~ infructuoua and it ia, therefore, 

dismissed. Notices isaued are discharged. 

5. M.·A No.~l3/96 has J:,e.~n fil.s-d l:·~r ·th·= Unior, of India and 

of time for implementinoJ th·= ord.:;,r .:.f the Tribunal pasa.~d on 

28.3.95 in O.A No.l/95. Since th·; said Contempt P.:::tition has 

been a e. havin9 in f r th:: t u o us , the Miac. 

Application has alao. now become infructuous. 
I 

The M. A is, 

therefore, dismiaaed. 

%~-
(Ratan Prakash) 

q f, 
(O.P.stlarma) 

Member(Judl). Member ( Adm) • 


