
CENTOAL ADniNISTOATlyE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

C.P?No^38 3/99 -

IN,

OA No\%V99

Neu Delhi : Dated this the day '^2001.

HON'BLE; WR.S.R;ADIGE,\/iaE CHAIRMAN(a);

HDN ' BLE OR i^^^Ai^yEOA\/ALLIVME^^ BER (3)

y.P.Sharfna-^'
5/o Shri 0 «p «Sha xtn ay
R/p E-1 50, NbJ Vijay Nagary
Ghaziebad (up) Petitioner

(By Ad\racate: Shri S.KyGupta)

1  Shri Omesh Sshgal^
Chief- Secretarp^ .
Gov/tV of NCI of Del

5, Sham Nath Marg^
Del" ■"'

2^ Shri slKlBheriy
Chief Fire OfficerJ
Delhi Fire SerwiceV'
Connau ght' Ci rcu s,Neu Oelhi-1 rr.VCon temnors^

Respondents!;;^
(By Adwcate: Shri \/ijay pandita)

ORGER ^

S.RilldiQBy\/C(A);

Heard both sides on CP' No. 38 3/99 alleging
contumacious non-compliance of the Tribunal's order

dated 14^7199 in OA Noy73/99.
..'A

The short question for adjudication is whether

respondents by not paying interest on arrears

on account of increm,ents from Plarch'jH991 till the
dal^ of actual payment (it is not denied that arrears

of increment till Marc h, 1991 as well as interest

@ 15^ p,hy which had accrued on those arrears till
March'/l991 have been paid to appli can t)ha ve committed
contempt of Court or not.^

3» In the absence of any specific direction in

the Tribunal's order dated 14;7.99 to pay applicant
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in tarest @ 1 5^ p on the arrears of increment from

narct^i'M 991 till the aciajal date of payment , it cannot

be said that respondents haye deliberately",'' uilfully^

and uantonly and contumaciously disobeyed the Tribunal*s

order da ted . 14iif7'|99 to justify contempt action against

respondent

4. Giving liberty to applicant to agitate his

grievance separately in accordance ui th la#^ if so

advised, the CP is dropped.^ Notices dischart

( DR.A.yEDAyALLI ) (s'.R.ADIGE y _
nEPIBER(a) yicE CHAIRnAN(A);'

/ug/


