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CETJTRAL Acn ]]^ ISTRATIVE TRISUNAL
PRINCIPAL BEK'CH

NEU DELHI'

CCiPNi. 153/95 in Ok Ma.1249/94

50<^Scx^.l?L'A?.y /19 Decided on: 6-»12«-96.

La Im an & 2 othoys^^

(By >6baji Mrs o P.aman Obs-r^i

VERSUS

UCI a iirS .

(By Shri P«i'«iVlabendru

......... applicant{s)

AdvADc^te)

RESPONDO^TS

Aduo.c^te)

CD RAn

TH E HON ' BL E SH RI 3 .tj ^IQS (A ) „

THE HON'BLE 8M8f/.-SWJr)£/DR. A.VEDAVALLI MEMBEh<J)

1• To be referred to the Reporter ornot? Yes.

2. 'Jiether to be circulated to other Benches
of the Tribunal ?

{ S.R J^IGS )
member <A ).
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central adminaSTRATIVS tribunal RLCimL
NH^DEIHI-

C .P No.153/95 ••

IN
•• -j

OoA.Mo. 1249/94 ^

New Delhls this the ^ ' day of Oac . i9fS •
»B IE MR <3 «R-AQIjB j,mSMBER <A )0

HON«BiS OR »A.ViliAVALLI^ MEMBHR<J ).

La Iman,

House iNlo«i335^

Rohtas Naga-** East^

Gali N0.4,

ShahdarSo

Delhi - 110032.

2. Naseem,
124, Shah Jada Bagh,

Inder lok
Delhi « 110035.

-• V "

3. Harbans^
1/3500 Ram Nagar,,
Mandoli Ro-adj
Shahdara^
Delhi.- 110032 .'V^plic ants „

(By Mrs. Raman Oberoi ^ Advocate)

1. Union of--India through --
the General Manage^, Shri V.K.Agarwal|>

No-thern Railway,
Ba-^oda House,
New Ete Ihi.

2. Shri M*<.'ZoAnsa-i, Div. Railway .Manage^,
Northej-n Railway,
Mor ad ab ad

3. Shri As hut OS hp-
Ass tt»-Engineer,

Northe-rn Railway Hapur,

.R9 s ponderjt s &

Advoc ate : Shr i P3 -Mahendru • )

cr-

•:S



/ --

« 2 « in,. .
X / • X ; • •; •

JUEOlgNT . '

BY HQN'BIE MHMBE.3.^J^

Vifs hav© h© ar<i applicaJsts' coufsssl

R/lrSa Obe:r«oi and respondents* counsel ^hr^i
• *

Mahsndru on GCP No,153/95 pressed by the :.

app lie ants aIleging contuniac ious disobsd fofic a
of the Tribunal's judgment darted 17,10o94

in OA No ,1249/94 Shri Lalman 8. othe-pS Vs, JO a i

2^ By that judgment respondents -
directed to trestthe applicants as being

included in the Live Casual Labour tjeglster .

and also to assign them woyk if and v^en

necessity for the same arose strictly to

^cordance with their names appealing in

that register,

3, Applicants allege that they have

not been engaged although 9 of their lufiiors ; -; ,

( na^ed in the OOP) are employed,

; 4^ Respondents state to their reply C

that three out of the 9 are senior to ail
the app lie aits; five of them are junior to -v

applicants^ while applic ant Harbans Singh is ,
senior to only Chidha Singh and applicant

is junior to all. It is further stated that

Sheoraj Singh, who is one of the 9 jnentioned ;;
above was re^engaged on the clear directxCtSs

of CAT in OA NtJ.1357/94,^ It is further atsted

persons who had been reengaged erroneoaS%,,
in preference to their juniors. «re servsd a
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\. , Show cause notice as to vhy they should not\>3/
dischar-ga from service and upon receipt of

their replies all these 9 persons except

Sheoraj Singh have been discharged vide letter
dated 24,5»96#

It appears that these 8 persons

have subsequently obtained an exparte stcSy

order passed on 27o9,96 in OA No.1361/96
are continuing on the strength of that

stay order.

5^ MrS. Oberoi has pressed that as

applicant Lalraan is admittedly senior to Sheor^^
he should be directed to be engaged , Sb-i

Mahendru states that ti^re are peT»sons senJo^ to

Lalman and any direction in favou-^ of UUm

at this stage will give rise to similar clalas ;
on the part of those senior to him,

7^ \'ie find that in simila;r clrcums^tsnoes

C ,166/^ was dismissed by ou-^ order dats^

^ 20,9o96.

o In the facts and c ircumst artces fSointod
O o

out by respondents, satisfied that
adequate grounds do not exist to proceed

against them for Contempt of Court, and s CGf
cannot be used to secu-^e an order to sogafge o

pe»«son when there a''̂ others senior to h.iis

employment. The rulings cited by M>*s. ObCroi 5 ?

namely, 1978 Cr,L.J, 789 and 1985 Cr.i.J 1030, j ,/
3T«s not -re levant.

9, The CC.P is the-efore dismissed .artdagainst^contemnors are discharged, •

( DB.A.VSDAVALLI )
/ug/ member (.j ). m^mBgr -CA ;^

:^K,. •
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