
IN THI CBN'TIF\L 1\Dl'fJ:l\1l:S'l':RA.'T'"J:'lH: ']'RTBTTNA.L, JA.TPTTR. BP.N<:B, J'Z\"J:PTTR.. 

rp 45 ?.nn?. (nA. 4/?.00~) nn._'T'P. n~ n~n'P.~: 25.09.2002 

Kumarf nivya (Hinor) naughter of .C:hri Jagflish Prasac1 Sharma 

aged r~out 3 years, through her natural guarnian_father C:hri 

Jagflirh Prasad C:harma son o~ Late C:hri R.atan Lal C:harma, agen 

aJ,out ?8 years, resic'!ent of Village ano Post A."'<hegarh, 

nistrict Bharatpur. 

• ••• Z\.pplicant. 

_Q, I 
~ ~:,_~ C:hri r.L. Bhati, 

~~•tal nivision, 

c:uperintenflent of Post Offices, ~haratpur, 

Bharatpur. 
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Hr. C.B. C:harma, Counsel for the applicant. 

r~r. N.c. Goyal, Counsel for the responoent. 

COR:n.JI1 

• ••• Responoents. 

Bon' hle Hr. , Justice G .L. Gupta, ·vice Chairman • 
.. · I 

Hon'l-:>:le ~tr. ~.P. Nagrath, ~1em~er (Z\.oministrative) 

ORnP.R 

PF.R f'1R. JUC:TJCP. G. L. C::TJPTZ\. 

I 

I Vine o:rder datec'! o.l_.?.nn?. in on.. No. ttj?.M'?, the 

~espohdent No. 3 \'laS oirectefl to decide the representation 

date 31.7. 2n01 of the applicant \V'i thin hm months 1-:>y a 

speaking order. C:ince the applicant "tvas not infonne0 al-:>out 

the of the representation, he has filed this CP on 

3.6. 

2. Jn the reply, the respondents have statec'l that the 

orde~ dated o.l.?.f"ln2 has been complied with. rt is further 

stat~d that the competent authority has recommended the case 
I 

of tre applicant ·by oeciding the representation of the 

applilcant datec'l. 3l. 7. ?.()nl_ vide orf!er dated ?.?. • 7. 2002. 

3. rt is evident that the respondents have consioereo 
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resentation of the applicant ann steps have ~een_tak~D 
right nirection. No case £or contempt is mane out.~The 

:;_ 

CP is ereby dis~issed. 
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