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cp 77/?nn?. (07\ 353/2nn?.) 

R.C-. G ta son of Shri l''l. L. Gupta, age years, Rx. 

ogist Grade-T, l''leteorological rentre Buc'lhsi_nghpura, 

sangane , resir'lent of 7?/17/, 111ansarover, Jaipur • 

• • • • A.pplicant. 

VF:RSUS 

Shri R.R. Kelkar, nirector General o:F l''leteorology, l'fausam 

Bhawan, Lodi Road, New Delhi. 

• .•. Responoents. 

l''lr. 7\. • Verma, f"'.ounsel for the applicant. 

COR7\M 

Hon'hl 11tr. H.O. Gupta, Member (7\dministra.tive) 

Hon' bl Mr. 11'1. L. Chauhan, Meml-)er (Judicial) 

ORDRR (ORA.L) 

'rhis r'.ontempt Petition has 'IJeen filec'l -For allegeo 

ience of the oroer aatea 11. Q. /nn?. passea 'IJy this 

.,, 'b 1 · o~ N ~c;~;~nn~ _r1 u a in. . ~ . o. _. _ "· "·. 

/. . Beard the learneo counsel for the applicant. 'T'he 

conte the learneCI counsel for the applicant is that 

al tho gh the resp~mden.t·.) in pursuance to the oraer o-f the 

Tri bu al has passed a speaking order datea. ?? • Q. /nn? 

(A.nne ure CP-?). 'rhis is not a speaking oraer as such anc'l, 

there._ore, he has come' hefore this 'T'rihunal :For appropriate ~ 

actio against the responc:1ents for wilful disohec'lience of the 

order of the Tr~bunal. 

3. We have perusea. the spea1dng orc'l.er aatec'l 23.9.2002 as 

also the order of the Tri'bunal date<l 11.Q.2.0n?. We are of the 

cons'<'l.ered view that the action of the respondents cannot he 

sai<'I wilful aiso'bedience of the oroer o-f this 'T'rihunal. 

Jf t e applicant was not satis:Fied with the speaking orc'ler, 
~'2.-~' 

he s ould avai l.J other remeny. Tn the circumstn.nces, this 

Cont mpt Petition is not maintaina'ble ana, there-fore, 

dism ssed at the admission stage. 

~ 
( T-l. 0. GUPTA ) 

MP.1'1BP.~ ( 7l..) 
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