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HON*BLE MRVstRtADIC^iVICE CHAIRRANCa)??

HDN*BLE l^lRr^KULDiP SINGH,WEnBERCc')

Sumer Singh^--

s/o Shri Nand Lal^
Ex^Casual Labour under PUl/^lflLsar^

r/o Hf!No^2707 H-Blockf
Sultanpurf
Oelhii^ ^Appli

(By Advocate: Shri Got^BhandariJ

V/OT SUS

17 Shri S ̂ '^e
General Manager^ ,
Northern Railya^^
Baroda Hoijse^^l
Neu Del

•i

7.^. ̂ Responc^

2l Shri DfAnandf
Div/i'i^Railuay Planagerv
Northern Railuayf

Bikaner

(By Advjocate: Shri R;l'j^'Dhauan)

feard both sides on C.PVWo||21g/99 arising out

o f OA No^404/9^

2^^ By Tribunali^s order dated 277ll1^98 in OA

No';^2 40^97 respondents uere directf^uith reference to

their impugned order dated IB^ilO^^S to consider

inclusion of applicant's name in LCL Register with a

v/i0iJ to his engagement in his oun turn^i;^ in the light

of the certain documents filed by him and the contents

of his representation dated 2fl2f96 uithin Smooths

from the date of receipt of a copy of the orde'ifif

3.- Pursuant to the aforesaid orderf respondents

by their letter dated 20^5^99 ( Annexure-CP-3) ha\/e

rejected applicant'-'s claim fbr inclusion of his name
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in LCL Regis

.fH-1 The aforesaid letter dated 20f^5v99 is a detailed

one and giv/es reasons fbr rejection of applicant's

claim fbr inclusion of his name in LCL Register.?

5f In 3^^s"^parihar Vsf G^louggar & Ors^ DT 1996(9)

SC 608 the Hon'ble Supreme Court has held

'Once there is an order passed by the Qovf^

on the basis of the directions issued by

the Court^^ there arises a fresh cause of

action to seek redress in an appropriate

fbrtrni.^ The preparation of tte seniority

list may be urong or may be right or

may hot be in confbttnity uith tte

directions^! But that uould be a fresh

cause of action (and) cannot be

considered wilful v/iolation of the orderl

It is true that respondents issued the

aforesaid letter dated 20^^^i99 with some delay

for which sincere regret has been expressed^' and in

the light of the a ftaresaid ruling in pariha^'s case

(supra) the contents of their letter dated 20^5^99 cannot

be considered wilful violation of the Tribunal'='s order

dated ^lfl98f

The contempt proceedings are therefore

dropped^ Notices are dischargerff
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