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, IN TI-JE CEIJTPAL A[•l'1HHSTF'ATIVE TPIBUW\L, ,JAIPUP BElTCH, JAIPUR. 

C.P.No.ll4/95 Dat~ of ord~~: 21.5.1997 

Manna Lal .Jain Petitioner 

Vs. 

1. Shri M.F.avindra, Weetern Railway, 

Churchgate, Bombay. 

2. Shri Avtar Singh, Chief Commercial Manager, Weatern 

F.ailway, Churchg~te, Bomb~y. 

? _, . .<::.hr i Fameah Chandr.=: F.ailway 

Manager, W~atern F.ailwa7, Jaipur. 

• •• Respondents. 

Mr.P.V.Calla Couna~l for petitioner 

' 
Mr.Manish Bh~ndari Counsel for r~spondents 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble Mr.O.P.Sharma, Adminiatrative Member 

Hon'ble Mr.Fatan Prakash, Judicial Member 

PEP I-ION'BLE MF.().P.SHAF'.MA., A[•Mil1ISTPATIVE MEMBJ:!:E. 

In this Contempt Petition, Shri Man~a Lal Jain has 

prayed th3t the reapond~nta/cont~mners may be personally called 

Tribu~~l in O.A No.l/94 passed on 16.1~.9J, Manna Lal Jain Vs. 

Ora. 

directions of the Tribunal properly as per rules. 

suitably punished. 

2. 

being ord.;.r 

hav.:- fil.;.d ,. - r l . .. ·c'- ,-, 
.~-e"L-'~·1 -

CO:•firpl ian•::•::: \'li i:h 

that 

Annx.F3, app~nded by the p.:-titioner to tho:- CP, th.:-7 had passed 

Tho:- r~spond.:-nta have claimed that they h~ve fully compli~d with 
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th·~ dir.~ctione of th.? Tribunal. Th·~ 1-=.-al·ned .:.:•ur.eel for the 

petitioner, hoH·~V·~r a ta 1:·~3 that or.:ler Anne-:. Pl paased by the 

the dirr?ctions of the Tribunal \·l•~L'·~ that such .:.rder should be 

passed in accordance with law. Ther~fore, t~is order cannot be 

said to be in compliance with the directions of the Tribunal. 

3. We have h·~=trcl the l·~arned .:ounael fc·L- the partiea and 

4. Ther.~ \-10re dir-=.-.:ti.~nz c·f the Tribunal on t\vo aapects. 

One relat-=.-d to the grant Gf pay and allowancee for the period 

from 16.5.88 t•J 6.1.93. Directi.:.ns giv·:::n in this r·~9ard Here in 

para of tho::, •:OL·o:le1· of the Tribunal the re.3pondents 

la~·J having r.:gard tc• the fact th21t th.~ .:,rd·~l.- of compuLsory 

retirement of the applic~nt had b~en set azide. Aa f&r aa this 

of the Tribunal ie as in para 3 thereof .which directe that the 

period of absence from 1988 to 1993 shall be treated as 

dispute t h :JI: th·= dire·:t i·:·n ·:;Ti V•'?n in r:•ara ':' O:i: the Tribunal 's -· 
' with. dispute r:•rdee hai3 be·~n p r C• r.:oo? r 1 '; complied The now 

- -

remaining is only about· th.~ complian.:.::: with the di1·ection given 

in para tho::: Tribun:Ils's O:•r.:ler. 

cae.e, th·~ me"Lita of th·= o:·rd.:::r Jl.nn•:::::ur.::: P-1 in compliance with 

the di r-=.-·: 1: ions o:i: T1·ibunal - .c UL the o"Lde1· also 

cannot be challenged in the courae of a Contempt P~tition. 
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5. In the circumstanc.::s, this Ft;tition is 

dismisa.::d. Notice issued is diacharg~d. 

6. If the 3pplicant is still aggri.::ved by the ord.::r Ann~.Rl 

elated l-L7.95, h·= ma~· fil·= a fre.=h C•.A, if it ia vtherwiae 

maintainable~ 

---------.., 

~(l~ . 0-l 
(O.P.Sharma) ( P.a t.s.n PraJ.:aah) 

Judicial Member. Adminiatrativ.:: Member. 
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