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V 1. 2iri R.K.Takkar
• Chief Secretary

• Oeihi .Aiininis tr ation
Old. -Secretariat
Alipur Road, Delhi.

2. Shri Suresh ftrakash
Member-Secretary
Managing Cctnmittee
-SD Ayurv'edic College
Malka .Ganj ChowJc
Maika Gaj, Delhi.

( through Mrs. Av.nish Ahlawat, Advocate).
V o• .. ... Respondents,

' C^179/94 in 227Q/fiQ
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CB^mAL aPMI NI stratiVE -mSil-'': • •. •
^ v^;-v ;^:HyLNa^AI-:BENai

. - v DELHI. '^" -

CP 179/94 8. CP 187/94 & . CP ,180/94 &
MA 1654/94 MA 1683/94 in MA 1655/94 in
OA 2279/89 OA 1207/90 OA 2224/90

Ne.v Delhi, this the 10th day of January, 1995^

HCN* BLE m jaSTi CE 3.K A-CN, VI CE CH.AIRV, AN
HOW RLE MR B-N^DHQjiCJI YaL. MEViBER( 4)

-££Ji2.JaiZ9J_in_O4^jJ07/^^
3hri B.K.Bathak
S/O Shri B.R, Pathak
R/O 1 East Guru Angad Nagar
Main Pat parg an j Road
Uelhi-noo92. .. WFlicant.
( throu^ to J.P.Verghese, Advocate).

Shri Jai .Bir Singh
S/O Shri: T.ejr^
R/O ^ana Silampur

. . >• - —•• • ».« Applicants
( through J, P, Veresese, Aivocatre).
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le Shri RiK.Takkar .
Chi ef -Seer et ar y
Delhi r^ministr at ion
Old Secretariat
AlipurjEoad Delhi.

2„ Siri Suresh ftakash
Menber ;Secr!etary .
Managing ConmitteeSD Ayurvedic Collecge

- Qaji Oicwk^ ..... Rfepbtidents.
.( through^s ^nl®h Ahalawat.,Adv:ociti,
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nP ]^n/9^ in Q\^o2224/^.a

^•'-•-^•'Shr-i -Jagr^ :.Sin'^ •• .' •' •
3/0 Shri Tirkha R^

^ R/GHouse m200, vaiage. GhondU^^ .
Ktishan Nagar, Belhi-51. .•« Applicant.

C through Mr J.F.Verghese, ^vccate). - -

. vs.

; 1, Shri R.K,Takkar . _
'-Ghie f :&cret ary'•

The-Delhi Administration
. Old cretariat . . -

aUpar Road
'.Delhi.- • . •- •

2, Shri' Suresh Krakash r j
I/ieaber' 'Secretary

•-Managing Committee , . .
S) A"/ur\'edic College

;: Malka;:G3!nj Chov^;
Malka Ganj ^ ^ ^
Oelhi. •: ; .. .... Respondents.

. through Mrs Avnish Ahai^^vat, Adyccate).

A

•Tl] !mCE S.KJ^HAC^^ .yiCBrCHM^Mj '̂ •;. •)

2169/91 were disposed of byi-arC^ jvxignent dated

31. 7.1992. These three contemnpt petitions arise
from 0/5p No.2279/89, 1207/90 and 2224/90, ,

The contrcversy involv^ in them is the sa^e. They ^
' .-Haye-.been heard together and , therefore^ they '

are being d is posed of by a :comin on order.

^2^ ^ .The :three.>pplvc&Hts were the enployees of

' A^rvedvc Colie^fe, ;.
;Maika Gaar,'Delhr^ the ir serx^ices

were tertniha tedi. They p^e; to this Tri bunal by

means of the three afare-®entioned Q:^

v^. The Tribunal, rel^^g:upon its judgment ;

\ :dated?5.l0.1991 in ;the case: of ant.Nirmla Hal, - H ;

heId that /the servi ces of the applicants had beeh
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unjustifiably terminated, therefore, ultimateljT^
gave a-direction: similar to'the?:'one/given in the case'

of ant.Nirmla Rei. ' • - v.:-

The COT,plaint tJiade in these conter.pt

petitions is similar to the one made in CCP No. 269/94.
• That was a contempt petition filed by 3i,t.Nirmla Rai.

After hearing .the.learned counsel for

the parties, we have today dis pos-^ed of the contempt
petition filed by>t^Nii^M Ra-::.- It appears that in
these conten pt 'pet i ti o"hs-] th'e^res pond ents have taken
the saaie-defence ^,y,in the;:cdntempt petiticn of

Snt.Nirmls _Eai. Indeed learned counsel for the

.:xespondents.fias not urg '̂ an^/additional point. .Ve ,
•^therefatG, diiposeirof these three contempt petitions
in terms of the directions given by us today in the

cas'e. o.f./3nit.NirrTrla-ftai'^:-^--ii^v.,-I^

' • Noticed ^i^svied^d^^ respondents are

discharged."' ''' 2:b 3

•6.
to costs.

( B. i\'. Dhourxiiyal )
Mea;ber( a) '
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( S. K^^aon ;
Vice Chairman.
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