sie R ~ NE¥ DELHI,

2. Shr1 bwesh Prakash
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cp 179/94 & CP- 18‘7/94 & ° CP180/94 &

MA 1654/94  MA 1583/94 in MA 1555/94 in
Oa 2279/8%9  OA-1207/90 .. DA 7224/9h

New Delhi, this the 10th day of January, 1995,

HQ\I'B'E MR JUSTI CE S.KOHAON, VICE u'IALRMnN
HON'BLE MR B. NLDHQJNDI YAL, MEnBEx( A}

CP N9, 187/94 in O 1207/90

Shri B.X. PAavhal

S/ Shri B.R, Pathak

R/O 1 Esst. Guzru Angad Nagasr

Main Fatparganj Rozd :

Uelhl-llO coa. e+ oo .ee &0rlicant

( through Mr J. F, Vergheae, Mvocate),

"VSe

1. Shri K.K.Tgkkar
, Chief Jecretary
Delhi Administration e :
Qld. Secretariat = - L T o
‘ Ahpur Road Delhl. ' -

2. Shr* :.uesh Pral ash

' Member - Secretary
Managing Conmi ttee
.3} Ayurvedic College
Malka-Ganj- Chowk
Malka Ga_), Delhi.

( throuqh Mrs Avnish Ahlawat AdVOCate)
o e o n ‘--voo Resporldents, ’

cP .l__9£94 in 293,__22%2

Shri Jai-Bir Smngh

5/0 Shri. Tejram = .

R /O Furana- bllampu"” : : S

DElhlo : W E C o= oocoo Appllca"lt.

(th*Ough M. J.P Verghese, Advocaye)

1, 3hri RK.Takkar ..
- Chief. Secretary
- Delhi “Alninistration
Old Sec.retarl at
Allpur Road Delhl.

Menber. :;ecretary

Managing Conmittee

- 3D Ayurvyedic Collecge e '
Malka Ganj Chowk. T eeses Respondents

( thr0ugh .l.irs Avm.sh Ahalawat Advocate)




S FEE R Sh:u Jagrafn Sj.ngh _

Coon a/O shri Tirkha Ram S

: R ST RO HOUS e N0, 200, Vxllage uhondli T
v o o Ktdshan Nagar, Delh1-51. , PR Applicant.

e

( thIOugh Mr J.F. Vergheae, Aﬂvocate) o -
N *vs.' -
L s RE Takkar

" ‘Chief iSecretary " ¢ <

" The Delhi Adrnlnwstratlon

Old - .Secretariat. '
_Alipur Road
Delhlu .

-2_{,5"1’"1 Suresh P'"aLa:‘l
_ Meaber Secretary
_.Managing Gommi ttee o
‘ a) Ayurvedic Collpge

- Malka GB“J Cho“"“ o LA . .L\
 Malka Ganj o o e L

Delhlc D E S .e'j’c!o. Rebpoﬁdeﬁs
( through Mrs Avnlsh Ahalaav t ».dvccate)

mDE{( Ql'al) '.

v

Jusncn 'S. k.D‘-IACN: wccm&_a_;%m

SR jNc».zz'rg/e 1207/90 2224/90 and

} e TR '.:i 2169/91 were d15p056d Of by a- cQ:n'nOn Judgnent da*ed
‘ 31. 7o 1992. _ Tnese ‘three cont&ﬂpt petltlo*ls arise

from O Mo.2279/89 1207/90 and 2224/90. | N

The controversy 1nvolved 1n them is ‘the same. They
i', have been heard tOgether and therefore, they ’
~are bemg dis posed of by 4a comvn on order.

2, The three spphcants were the enployees of

the erstwmle Santan Dharmf _yurvedlc College
Malka uam, Delhu &Eh :29.4._1989, thelr serv1ces

. were temlnated Tney ca:ne to thls Tri bunal by.-

“?*\

‘means of th¢= three afore—mentloned Qﬂ.s

3° The Tn bunal relylng upon 1ts judgment';..-..-.

dated25. lO. 1991 1n the ca

\ of :mt N*rmla Ral
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gave a GlIGCth"] srnllar to the one glven 1n the case

of amt. Nlrmla Rc_.- '
4. - The conplcan* 'a;e in tl‘n‘else‘ contenpt
petitions is ul'nllar to the one -ncde in CCP No, 26°/9
" That was s cmtenpt p€t1 tlon ld by 3nt.Nirmls Hai.

5. = After heeri‘ng }“ ‘;léérﬁed counSel for

‘the p:rueb, we have tod:y disp 'e: of the zontempt

petition ‘fllEd by Smt. Nlrfnl{f 3-',-‘.'" It 5p;.»éars that in

these conter t petl tw onsw Ehe"‘res ponc ents have ‘ta‘ken

the Sane- dew‘ence s in the céﬁ*erpt petiticn of

Snt.Nirml; Ral. lnrieed le 2Ted couns el for ‘the
respOndems haS not urged any ad ltional péi'nt. ‘ ye,

therc—fOIe dlspose Of ‘thpse three conte'npt peti ti CﬁS

1n terms cf the dlrectlms gwen by us todey in the - '
oy \ dlsch arged.' e u"; ?':ji.;:'fl 20 g "'i_' CoEh DR P
5. h There Shg-}_lr be no orae* aa to costs,
( B. N, Dhcundﬁ a'i V)VT_J“'- M ( S K,Bh ;
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