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CB^TR^U stratiV£ TRIBIWAL principal B0.CH
W  r-D .No. 307/97.

IN

OA No.251 ̂ 96

Ms« Delhi!, this ths 1^' WO«.heP,1997
HON'BLE nR!S.R.AOlGE,tfICE CHAlFflAN (»)•
HDN'BLENRS. LAKSHIII SyShlNATHflN, PimBEH<3)

Shri R,K.Bha3in, .
s/o Late SHri T.R*8hasin»
C4/E-134» Danakpurif

"(By *«cat9! Shri S.L.LAKHANPAL)
Via rsu®

Union of India » through
Sacretaryt
Ministry of Defence#
South Biock#
New Delhi#

2# Shri Arun Prasad Shatma#
3oin t secre tary L Jj^nf firer.
Chief Adninistrati we Of fleer#
Ministry of Defence,

C-II Hutments, {^Ihousie Fhad#
Nau, Belhi -110011,

(By Ad«!oat0i lira. P.K.Gupta ).

ORDER

HQW'BLEMP?-

Applic^t complains of contumacious

dlsobBdlenca''^o'f tha Tribunal's comon order

dated 30.5.97 In Or No.2691/95 Ef>d 0 n No.2S1 6'9 6.

2^ 9y the aforesaid order the tiuO OAS uer©

di^osed of uith certain directions^ yhlch

re ̂ on dents were directed to implement within

2 months, with liberty giwen to applicfnts to

approach the Tribunal if any Qriew^ce still

surwi wed after tha respondents passed their order.
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3  SpecificU,. Wcta. to:.„3t.o/t. C030 or t. .pUo.ts -

„,ularUation as Toohnlcal assistants
,e«.rdsncs .Itn tho oUolbiUt,. oritar.a^plloabls prior to 199B and pass nsoosss^

ordsps within tuo oonths. , iMl® P asslna
Id ordara. tha Tribunal's judgoant datedafopssaia oruBr t .

23.5.9S in 0« No.725/97 uas also noticed.
4. Raspondants ha«a passed orders on 11.11.97(,„naxora-<J-4), after considering the cases
O r the SPP11 ==" ts fo r ragul arls atlon .

5. applicant contends that respondents have
passed the aforesaid orders wlth del ay . shd^pllc^ts- cases have, not been properly

,  . 1 have al so con tsn d60
considered. 9,rl .Lakh^p al has als

4.h»t- certain con sequan tlalduring hearing that certai"
.a ui e. In the background

vacancies which becsme avail
j  h.nt<i9 olSO not been filledof tha aforesaid order have also n

up by respondents#

6. By ths judgment dated 30.5.97 respondents
p'ere directed to p ess the necessary orders ulthln
too months of that date. that Is by 30.7 . 97.
Raepcndente p assed the Impugned crdere on 11.11.97.
NO prayer uas made before the Trlbmel seeking
axtenslon of time for Implementing the Tribunal's
directions, uhlch respondsnts should have done
In case they uere unable to Implement those
directions ulthin the prescribed time period.'
Houever. In the background of the averments made in
the reply to paragraph 4 of the CP^ and the
unconditional ^ology expressed by respondents In
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.  i-hVir-^her® i®

nnt oonsld®^ i.ngt^VJt a.. <»n-ptp.=ae..n..
•  <24-4 fication to lOJ-tia3ust3.fica „spnts on this ground.

u  ,-«a nenallse Respondents o□ rotharuiSS pana-i-i-
4.5«n that thara

„ ̂ ,3.
ron-idsration ofnot be^ a proper con.xdera

_-• \/e applicants a cause of acqses ra ay ^
u. nno d a ro un d fo rigly but cannot be a 9sap arate-i-y^ . ^Yiis

.  „„i. proceedings, and ininitiation of contempt proC8
.nrtined in our viisu by theconnection ye are .ortl. ■

mnrts ludgmant in 3.S.Paribar3on*ble supreme Courts 3
^ & Ors. 3T 1996 (9) SC 608.\/s. G. ojggan ^ '

(  f^Uino up of consequential^  8. allaged non fUlxng up
•  s msv also giv/8 rise to a cause ofvgcanciss ra aV a-i-sy .y . . 2.

r.tely . "ut csnnot be the eubjactaction sap aratei/ »

of contempt proceedings.
i. «H felon is thereforeg 1 The con temp t p e ti tion

*  ., 4.^ allBoed contemnors aredlsnlssad #>d notlose to ollegbb
dis charged.

( MRS. LRKSHWI ^ VICE''cH«WflN(R)
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