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1~1 ·rHE •:EH"I'RAL ADMIUIS·T'RATIVE TRIBTJt1.:':;,,L JAIPUR 3EUGH:JAIPUR. 

CP No.30/95 Date .::">f order: 2 a.11.1996 

Ramanand Saxena : Pet it ione r 

vs. 

Shri A .B .Mathur $c Ors. : Reap.:indent s 

Mr. Suren.jra Sin9h, c1)1.tnse l for the petitioner 
.y;r •.. BP,upesI?-..::D{J.be,' Hea.d G}-=:rlc, -uepartm~ntal Repr.::sentati.,1e 

for the resporrlents 

HQl 'BLE SHf~I O.P.SH:\RJV,]~, MEMBER (.WMDll.sTR!<\TIVE) 
HQ~ ':SLE SHRI R.;TAl:l J?P..AK'-1SH.. MEMBER (JfJDlCL~L) 

0 R D_!..B, 

(PER Ht.~1 'BLE .3HRI O.P .SH>\.RM.~, .MEHBER (ADMINI.STP-11,.TIVE) _.......,......._.._ ____ .... --~--- . . ___ ......._.._____._ . ._.__...,__... ___ ......._. _____ ____ 

In this contempt pet it ion, the petitioner 

Shr i Rama Nand S~:.::na has Pl"·:iY•?d that :cesp.::>n:lents 

may be punished for contempt of i:ourt for not 

impl;ement ing th: ·::>.i:der passed by the Tr ib11nal on 

1.10.1993 (Ann:·:.A/1) in OA. No.298/90, R:im.~ Nand 

saxc.na vs. Union of India .:i.nd others. 

2. We have heard the l.earned counse 1 for the 

petitiorei:: and Mr. Bhu.pe.3h :11ii:>e, H<::ad 1;lerk, I.•ep~rtm.::ntal 

RepresE:ntat h .. e for the: respon:Jants and h::tv•=: peri.1.sed the 

reply an:l additional reply filed by thr~ resp.:>rrlents. 

3 • The dire ct ion in the Tribunal's order dated 

1.10.1993 was ri::cJa.rdin:J th~ grant of promotion to 

from service, not ion21.l p.com•:>t:. ii:>n was granted to him 

arrl payment of bem~f its to t.hr:: t 11ne of RS. 22, 75 0/-

has been 

4_) 
arran.;red t.:, be mad~ ti:• the pi~t it ioner in 

•• /2 
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compliance of the judgment of the Tribunal. In the 

circumstances, th& contempt petition h.:is become 

infr-..ictuous. It is, therefore, dismissed. The 

not ices issaed are discharged. 

tYe_ {)1'\_,~ 
( RATAH PR.4.J'A.SH ) 

MEMBER (J) 
( 0 .P .SHARf.'lA ) 

MEMBER (A) 


