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IN' 'THE CENTRAL A'DMINlSTRA'\rIVE TRIBUNAL, jAiPUR BENCH 1 JAIPUR 
I •' • 

C~P •• No.31/2001 . , I . , . 
· ·oate. of o!"."der: 6.8.200( 1 

I 

Am.ar Singh, s/o Sh •. Devi Ram, working. as Gangman ·at 
I ,. ! . ... 

.Unit Nq.a,l, O/o Sr .s~c,tion;: Engineer, __ . ( P. Way)·~ 
• I , · J . ( 

r 
.\ B~yar~' Distt.Bharatpui; •. 

[ I 

;·.~Applicant~ '· 

' I vs. ..J. 
, - I) •• 

Sh.Ram Gq_.pa1 Rattana, D
1

ivisional RJy.Manager,. W.Rl1
y, 

I ·' 
Kota. 

' . ·, ' / 

. \ . 
.· Mr.s.R. Vasistha 

- " ••• ~es.pondent.l 

:·.Counsel for ~pplicant, · · 
I . 

' 
Mr.T.P. §harma. 

• j 

for respondent.· . . - . ' 

CORAM: 

Hon i ble Mr •. s .K .Agar:wal, Judi'cia·l ·Member.' 
• I .' . 

Hoh'ble .. Mr.A.J?~Nagra,th, Adinini'strative Member.· 
/ . . 

' - ~. ' , . , . ,..__--

PER HON 1 BLE MR S .K.;AGARWAL'1 J·UDICIAL MEMBER. 
• . - - ' ~ ! • • ! • 

'. · " -~his C~n\temp .. t Petition· h'as' ~risen' ·o'Ut, of an order 
. I . -
.. ' ' - . I . . . ' • . 

passed_ by ,this 1Tribunar on ;l~.1.200·~ in o.A· N9.9/20Ql, 'Amar 
/', 

Singh vs· •. u.nipn of: India & a~·s. •I 

.. 
. 2.. Vige oraer dated 15 .1.2001, 'issued" in o, .. A· No.9/200~ I 

--
\ . ' . 

Amar Singh'Vs. UOI & Ors, this Trib~n~l issued the folJowing 
/ - ", I 

. . . ' \' 

.. or~ers::. 
. . 

II In view . of the . submissions" 'made before' us 1' we 
I 
I , , , . I 

dir~~t the ~ppJicant: to make a·fresh repres~nt~tion 
I ' • • I 

I I. f. 

- .. / \ ' \ . \ -

,. to.·respondent No.2 withi·~ a -week fr9m t_he.date 9f 

·'passing ~.of this 
. \ ' 

orCler and respondent No.2 
I 

is 

dir.ected ·'to · decideidispo~e o_f the;. same ._within 
I . . 

one 
.. 
.month from the receipt' there.of "by a.· reasoned and 

·; . . ' . - ' . . 
, ... l - • 

, ' . speaking· . or.de;r, considering tne grievance· .. of. the 
' • I ,. ' . , ,.,..· 

··~ 
' . ' 

.. 
' . 
I ' 

1·,~· 

applicant sy~pathetica~ly. The,·ci.pplicant, will be· at· 
• . I • 

lib~rty fo, approach ,tne proper forum 'fc)r. redressal 

I ' 

. , , 

'I 
' I 
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I 

of his. gti~vance, if he fe~ls aggrieved by:- the. 

decision -taken on his ·:r·epresentat.ion~" 

3/ It· 'is· stated· _by :.tne · petitiohe.r that. the. opposi.te 

" ·party.' ·has ~wilfully arid. deliberately · qisobeyed the orders 
' j -

1 
- .passed by this Trl.bunal, ·therefore, he .should ,be punished 

for contempt. ' . 
·. 

4. ~eply .was fil~d. In the·!repl~·, it is ·stated tnat as 
-. 

per .. directions. given by thi~. : Tribunal vide ·order dated: 
'· 

.· · 15.1.2.001, the.· rep,r~sentation filed by tt;ie- ·applicant on-
) . 

I . 

/ 

17._1.2001 was d~cided/di'sposed 9f vi.de order dated .l.3."2001,' 

therefore, compliance has been made. _!t i's s_tated that the . ' . f?r , .• 1 

' applicant 'has also been informed . by th_e 

depaFtment ·regarding disposal··· · o·f his representation. 
\ . 

Therefore, t't is stated th.at J th~ opposite party has not 
\. ,. ' ' 

. . 
comJl\i t.ted any cont~inpt. It . is further stated· that even if 

-I 

th, is · Tribunal comes ·to" tl)e . conclusion · that the opposite 

p~rt~ has committed contemp~~ the alleged cont~~ner df fers 

uncond~ tional appol_ogy .• · ,, 

5. Heard the 'learned ·counsel .for the parties,. and also 

perused'the whqle record. 

6.. Disobedience ·of .· Court/T~ibunal' s order _ amounts 

contempt orily wheri·it is deliberate and wilful. Merely that 
'' .. . . . 

the -order was· ··not complied wltn. within the specifi~d ·period 

i·s not ·a. groun~ to say th~t the alleged. cont.emn~r is guilty 

·'· of committing. contempt. I.n·. the· iris tant : c;_ase, - it is 

abundantly c_le.ar·, •that ·in, pursuance of.· tbe order· p,.assecf by 
' . . / 

this Tribunal d~ted 15.1.20.01 in 9.A No.9/2001, the opposi~e 

par-ty,' the- D,ivisional ... ·Railway · ~anager,· -W~Rly, Kota, has· 
. I • ' • 

' ' 
de?ided/dispose'! .o~ the.' representation of. the a~plicant· on 

' ' - \ . 
l._3".2001 and the sa,id_ ·represerita~ion ·appears· to hav,e been 

' . . ·»,. ·_.·sub_ipit't.ed_'on·-17.~l.2~01."_~o wil~ul/de~ib~r~te di.so~edience ~n 
L.) y , - ' . 

_I /"' ' ,• -
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·the part of the : opposite party/responden't- could be 

- established by· the' petitione·~. Tnerefore~ .~e are of the 

consipered opinion · thai 'the applic·ant" failed to .estab1lish 
r°, I . I 

a_ny contempt against the oppOsi te party. 

7. we·,· t_nere~ore, dismiss this ·Contempt Petition h~ving 
~ 

~ 

no merit ·and the notice issue9 · to the o'ppos_i te party is 

~ereby discharged .• 

·-' 

~~ 
., 

(A.P.J.".lagrath). 

Member (A-) ~ / Meinbe·r ( J) •. 
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