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CENTRAL AOPIINISTRATI\/E TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

IN

O A No i2 67^99 /h

Neu Delhi: this the " day faooli

HDN«BLE nRlsiR'i^ADIGEjl/ICE CHAIRHANCa)

HON »BLE DRjAi^EDAVALLItnEPlffR (3)

Krishati Nandan pasuan^
s/o ShlGinori pasuany
R^ R2 25^ B 12-A,
Indira park^'

pal am Colony'^"

Neu Delhi •peti tionerj'

Advocate; Shri Pl.K.Qjpta)

^e^StJS

secretary,sh.^ N.N.PIukherjee,
Ministry of Urban Developments-
Employment,
Nirman Bhauan'S'
Neu Delhi'.l

Shri Kii^Krishnamoorty,
Di r e c to r Gene ral
CPUD., Niignan Bhaua|j|'
Neu DBlhi^Si

S? Sh®KSC;Plittalf
Superintending Engineer!'
CPUD! .
Ram Manohar Lohia Ho^italf^
Neu Delhi

^3

Respondent^i^

(By Advocate: Shri Si%^Arif)-i

slR^dioegy/cCA):

Heard both sides on C.p!No!f43£/20G0 alleging

cxintumacious non-compliance of the Tribunal f's order

dated 5!7®2000 in OA No^lz 675/1999^

2s By that order, it uas directed that in case

respondents needed the services of a casual labourar,

to do the uork of the nature applican-^as doing earlier,
they uere to consider re-engaging applicant in preference

to freshers and outside^sSI

3l Applicant contends in the CP that one Ram Pravesh
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an outsider has b^n engaged by respondents to applicant's

own exclusiot^^ but this contention is denied by

respondsnts^to which no rejoinder has be^ filedlj Wo

materials have been placed on record by applicant to

establish his contention tiiat Ram piravesh an outsider

has indeed bsen appointed after the Tribunal»'s order

dated 5j7l'2000 to applicant's own exdusionfl

^  CP therefore dismissed^ Wotices dischargedil

(0R,A;VEDA\/ALLI ) (SiWA^DIGE )
nERBERCJi) VICE CHAIRPlAN(A)t
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