
IN THE CENTPJ\L AmHNIE:TP):I_TTVE TRIBUN_A..L 

~TAl PUH BENCH, ,JAI PUR 

,..,l· ''Yl'~ .1-h~ ooth ~\j-:;t-·'PJTI!1 "'•c ,.. I} C.,. l-' L .L f 1..,.. r:: U 1 '·. V _. ..... ~· J- f 2005 

CONTE~:!PT PETITIOl~ NO. 53/2005 

IN 

ORIGINAL APPLICATIOH NO. 458/2001 

HON' BLE [•'!R. A. K. AGAm~JA.L, VICE CP.AIPJ-.'lJ"\I'o.I 

HON' BLE fVIR. H.L. CP.AUHA.N, lv!ENBER (,JlJDICI.AL) 

A.K. Kapoor: son of L.:tte Sh.ri .J.N. Kapu.r: by ca:=:te Kapur as1ed 
about 55 years, resident of 150, Shiv Colony, Jaipur. 
Presently working as Chief Telephone Supervisor in the 
office o£ the Principal General Hanag er Telecom Di:::trict, 
Jaipur. 

By Advocate: Ivlr. F. N. ,J.::~tti. 

ve.rsu::: 

1. Dr. J.S. Sharma, Secretary to the Govt. o£ India, 
Department of Telecom, Sanchar BhcMan, Ne1,r Delhi. 

2. Shri Mohan Lal Gumber, Chief 
Rajasthan Circle, Jaipur. 

General Manager, TelctJln,. 



·,~ 

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

. .... P.e:3por:.dent 

Bv Ach.rr:;cate Ivlr. B.K. Sharma. 

ORDER (OP..AL} 

The Peti t.ioner has filed thi::> Contempt. Petition for 

the alleged violation the order dated 23.05.2002 

in CA No. 458/2001. 

., 
,::_ Notices of this applicati.:)n given to the 

respondents. The r.~spondent~; h2,ve filed thelr reply. In the 

reply, they have gi '·/8!1 explanation as to vrhy the order o£ 

this Tribunal could not be implemented 1:!ithin rea~:onable 

time. They have stated that a Writ Petition was filed 

before the Hon' ble Hiqh Court again:::t the order of t:h.ls 

Tribunal. It: is further stated that after di::::missal o£ the 

lrlrit Petition, the respondents ha\re filed a Review 

Petition be£ ore th:~ Hon'ble Lf-i ~~ l-
L L.J... "j .tl (:.)ur t., 1,-.rhich l~: still 

pendin~;. The r:t?.sponcl.8nts ha.ve fu.::.'ther stated that de~;pi te 

pendency of th~ Review· P(~ti tion, they have pass<~d an order 

dated 26.09.2005 whe~eby the 

judgement of this Tribunal 

benefit. a.cising out 

has be8n extended 

of 

to . l Lie 

applicant subject. tc1 the final outcome of t.he decision of 

the Review Petition. The rs:::p,)rKlent::: have also annexed tbr:> 

copy of the order dated 26.09.2005 with the reply and 

marked as Annexure R/1. 

3 L8a.rned couns·~l for the applicant tha.t 

re::~ponde n ts have nr)t. 9i ven consequential benefits arisi 119 

out of the order dated 26.09.2005, thus direction sriven by 



/ 

this Tribunal vide order dated 23.05.2002 has not been 

fully complied with. 

4 

present 

H. P. 

in the 

,Jain., 

cotlrt 

Assist..3nt. -· c;em~ral 

today submits tha. t. 

benefits arising out of the order dated 26.09.2005 shall be 

paid to the petitioner within a period of one m6nth. 

5 In viehr 1)£ the undertaking 9iven by the Assistant 

General l'·iana~Jer, this Contempt Petition does not survives 

and the same :::ha11 stand di:::posed ()£ accordin.9ly. Notices 

issued to the respondents 

(W> / 
( t•'I • L. CP.AUHAN) 

J-\..1-IQ 

are hereby dl:::char~~ed. 

(A.~"ilii 
\t I C E Cl-Ii"\I Rf'-IAN 


