
IN THE CENTR.P..L ADNINISTR.i\TIVE TRIBUN.i\L 

JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

Jaipur, the ogttt Novr:nnber, 2005 

COl~TEMPT PETITION tm. 52/2005 

IN 

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO. 458/2001 

HON' BLE !11IP.. A. K. AGAR1:trAL, VICE CHAI RHAN 

HON'BLE MR. !V!.L. C1-lAUHAl\l, lviEMBER (.JUDICIAL) 

H. 1. Bedh.ral son of Shri Iv!t)Ol Chand l::y caste Bedi~J>r.:tl ,.:tg8d 
about: 62 :.rears, r:.::sident.:. of Plot N,_,, A-20, P.:1na Col•)!Yy, 
s hc=tS tri Colc.rny, ,Jai[JU.t'. 

. .... Applicant 

By Advocate: [J[r. P. N. .Jatt.i. 

versus 

1. Dr. J.:3. Sharma, Secl:·etary t•) the Gov·t. of India, 
Department o£ Telecom, Sanchar Bhawan, New Delhi. 

2. Shri Mohan Lal Gumber, Chief General Manager, Telcom, 
Raj as than Circle 1 .Jaipur. 

~J 



3. Shri P.K. Saha, Principal General Manager, Telecom 
District, Jaipur. 

. .... Respondent 

By Advocate I·h.-. B.K. Sharma. 

ORDER (OI?..AL} 

The Petitioner has filed this Contempt Petitio:• for 

the alleged violation of the order dated 23.05. 20•J2 passed 

in Ol':.. No. 4.58/2001 

Notices of this application 1.n.ras to ' \ L!e 

respondents. The respondents have filed their reply. In the 

r•~ply, they h.av.2. 9i ven explanation as to •.,rhy the order of 

this Tribunal could not be implemented vi thin l:'easonable 

time. They h.:.ve stated that a ~1rit Petition '~<Ias filed 

before the Hon' ble High Court against the o.cder rj£ thi:::: 

Tl·ibunal. It is further stated that atter dismissal o£ the 

'i\fri t Peti thm, the respondents have filed a Review 

Petition before the Hon'ble High Court, which 1s still 

pending. The n~:3pondents haV•'j further stated tbat dest,:.i te 

pendency o£ the P.eviev.r Petition, they have pa:::sed an c•rder 

date.d 26.09. 2005 ltoThereby the benefit arisin9 cut of the 

j w:l9ement of this Tribunal has been extended to the 

appllcant subject to the final C~utcome o£ the decisic>n l)£ 

the Review Petition. The respondents have also annexed the 

copy •)f the :)rder •.:lated 26. 09 .. 200.5 i·d th the reply ct:id 

marked as Annexure R/1. 

3 counsel for applicant ~3Llbini ts that 

respondents have not given consequential benefit=: arisin9 

out o£ the <)rder elated 26.09. 2005, thu:3 direction 9iven by 



11a--

this Tribunal vide order dated 23.05.2002 has not been 

fully complied with. 

Hr. !VL p. T , valn, ' 
As~:ist.ant General Manager, 

pre~:ent in the courl:. today submits that the conseqw~ntial 

bene£i ts ari::~ing out o£ the order dated 26.09.2005 shall 

paid to the petitioner vv"i thin a peritxl c,£ one month. 

5 In vi·~vr o£ th•'3 undertakin9 s;iven l~y th,~ AsslstC~nt 

General t-'lanager, this Contempt Petition doe~ not survive5: 

and th8 same shall stand disposed of accordingly. Notice~: 

issued to the respondents are hereby discharqed. 

/ 

( fil • L • C:Hi\.Ul-{J.IJ\! 'i (A. K. lo..GARWP.:L) 

IV!EI•'IBER ( .J) VICE c:H.AI PJviAN 

}I,J-fQ 


