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£a2tj!5Pt_p^ion (civU)|toa2^2ooa
D #S• Warkade,

mf^wShahpura (Niwas),District Mandla,
Versus *" ^^^P'^'icant

Union of India,
Secretary,

Halpur\^Lnt^ipM Services,
?hri R.K.S^ivsstava. '
se^or superintendent of Post

'Sflashat Division.
Balaghat (m,P,)
Counselt ■" ^^espondent no,2

D.-S.Prasad for the applicant
Cor am <
^on'l^Xa Mr,j\istice r u dHon'ble Mr.H.o!5Spt^ Chairman• «pfca - Member (a)

,  ̂ D e R(Passed on this the 16 th dav of m
" aay of Marcy, 200Q,)

This Contempt Petition Ccivsi i u
the applicant for f,PPiioant for flouting the order of thi, r
Oh 30.12.1993 in O.A.838 of 1999 it h h
the ao„i ■ ''®®" submitted byP -osnt that on 2.2.2000 afresh charge sheet und
Rule 16 Of the c c s /n r. »•  . . .C.A.i Rules, 1965 (Annexure-A 2( )A-3J. ,be applicant submits that the cha '
®he the same as were levelled • '

against him earlier ann rWhich he has already been o„„• „ a '
oeen punished vide r,K.>j«

(Anne«.re-A.i,. ^ ̂  <^®ted I8.11.99
Tribunal on 30.12.1999 „1999 was only to stav t-hsn
for a direction to tna recovery and
tJ fospondents to file reply Purthetime was granted to rha Pry.iMrtherthe respondents to file re 1
order dated 7.2 oonn a7.2.2000 and 23.2.2000. m the circumsr
wa are of the opinion that the r ^foumstances.
oonoeived. it is Petition is mis-^It IS accordingly dismissed.
(H,0,Gupta)
Member (a) /r,(R.N.Ray)

^■ice Chairman


