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N.o. Shanna s/o' of Shri o .L. Sharma aged about Jff·years, residen.t 
of Plot No. 0:"1E-245, Ram path, Shyam Magar, Jaij;>Ur. Retired 
s.E.E., Wesi;'.ern Railway. ·· 

•••• Petitioner 

Versus. 

1. shri B&la Kesri, secretary, Railway Board, 
R&.il Bhawan• Rafi Marg, New Delhli. 

Shri M. Ravindra ~ General Manager, Western 
R&il¥G.,Y, Church Gate, Mumbai - 20 • 

• • .. • Respondents. 

- ' :.____ __ . ..E'-.;-~;;:-.. ' _, 

Mr. s.K. Jain, CJ:>unsel for the _(~J;.1£.ion~iI. 
Mr. Anupam Agarwal 11 Proxy counsel for_, · 
Mr. Mani sh Bhandari, Q:>uns~l for the respondents. 

CORAM· 

1:1he Hon 'ble. Mr. s.K. Ag. arwal, Merobe r (Judicial) 
The Hon 'ble Mr .• s. -B&pu, Member (Administrative) 

. ORDER. 

'!'his Q>nte~pt 
0

Petition has _been· filed alleging that the 

respondents have failed to. oomply with the judgement and order 

of this Tribunal dated 31.8.95 in OA 895/95. 

,-
~!l. ·. · .. QA 895/95 was. <iispc:>~~d1on 3l.8.9S_. ~rtain directions were 

g~~n _ l~ _favo_ur of_ the applicant Wi-th. reg9-rd to grant of incre-
•/ 

m~nt~,· pxoform~ pz:t:>.motio11, fixation o.f pay and pensionary bene-

f.j.t~ •. The. ~espoQdc:lnts passed_ an order No. E/D/II/503 dated , 

~- s.1, 1996. implementing the aforesaid order of this Tribunal. He 
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was given deemed pronotion to senior scale. his pay was re-fixed 

and arrears were also granted and pensionary benefits were 
,,...._,, _-

ordere@i.to be revised.· 

3·. In the present cx:mtempt ct.pplica tion. the grievance of 
' 

the peti ~oner is that the proforma promotion ought to have 
' ~- .. 

been given from the.. earlier date and not as given in the 

implement.ing order dated S.1.96 qnd. therefore,, it is alleged 
' , 

that respondents have deliberately not complied with ·the order 

dated 31.8.95, of this Tribunal. 

• __ .., •• ¥ 

4. , Ne have heard the learned a>unsel for the parties and 

~ have pe'9ised the Judgement of this Tribunal dated 31.8.95 and 

also' the implementatioi-1 order of the respondents passed on· 
\ 

I -

s. We find that respondents have complied with the direction 

given· in the order dated 31 .• 8 .95 of this Tribunal. May be the 
I. 

relief granted by the resp:::mdent ·is not ~-~e full satisfac;:-
C,,-w0-'L- 0 ~ AL. 

tion of the applicant. If that is so. the only cansEL left t:o -

h; t};le appli~ant is to pursue the matter se1>arate1·y in fresh · 

application. I.t cannot be said that respondents h~ve committed 
. & . 

oontempt 'by not g~n ting the ·relief t:O the extant expected or 
(5 . ·4-__:_ 

wished for by the 'applicatit· tihat: we have to see t.ha.t. whether 

. , the .respondents have complied with the oxner of this Tribunal,, 
C.A.Lf0-'L...-y- · 

'of course not _in & cas-ual or ~ me..nner. In this case. ·~ 

we find that respondents ha'{9 complied with. the order of the 

Tr~bunal_and have not. a:>l'~itted any contempt. 

6. '.DQis. conte~p~ PE:ition{)i~.- therefore. dismissed. 

-,. ' /\A. v w_\,. 

(S. BAPU) 
MEMB~:R (A) 

-· : 

( S .K. AGARWAL ) 
MEMBER (J) 


