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opea court. 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL. ALLAHABAD BENCH. 

ALLAHABAD • 
••• 

CIVIL CONrEMPT PETITION NO. 121 of 2081 

IN ~4ti ~ 
ORIGINAL APPLICATION I«). ~ of 2008 

taia the 5th day •f AU9uat•200,. 
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.R. SI?GH. v,c, 
!;!ON1BL.E MR. D.R. TIWARie MEMaER(A) 

1. Viaocl Kumar. S/• si::1 Jaaki praaad. 

2. Chhote Lal. s/• Shri CAimaa. 

3. aariah Yadav. $/• sri Sadri Prasad Yadav. 
•· Viaod Kumar. s/e sri Surjan Sf.1:l9h. 

s, &ideah Kumar. S/• sri Baaai Lal. 
6. Kali Cbara11. s/o late Sri M11nna Lai.··~. 

• • • • Applicaata. 

By Advecate: Sri K.P. Sinwh. 

Versua. 

1. Sri M.S. H1&da. Chief Er19ineer. Luckmtw zene. 

Lucknew. 

2. sri v. N. purohit. commaader werka En9ineer. Jaaaai. 

•••· Reapoftdents. 

By Advecate : sri R. ChOlldhary. 

e RD ER 
BY JUSTICE S.R. SI?-DHe v,c, 

'lhe iaatant Contempt petiti .. ea• been instituted 
with the alle9ation that the directions wiven by thia . 

Tribuaal in o.A. ••• 1048 of 2000 ha.a not been complied 

w1th by the respendeats. While diapeaiQI of the aforesaid 

o.A. no,. 1040 of 2000 vide erder dated 15.9.2008. the 

Tribunal had directed the respendents to declare 

the result of the selection held in February•t7 withi.a 
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a periecl ef ene 119Ath. It ia not d:laputed that the 
vaa mad• 

aelectionlfor the poat of Chewkidar. 

2. IA the counter affidavit• filed.by one Bri9. M.s. 

HGO<la and another lty sri V.N. purehit Y~t has lDeen 

stated that the aelection conducted in February•t7 waa 

not approved •Y the Chief Engineer due to aerioua precedural 
irregulariti•• in the conduct. ·of theae prC1Ceeclinga. It 1.a 

further stated therein that ~-a freab aelec:tion aoard of 
/ 

senior officers was conatit~Jed for the purpoae of conductin 
anl~- · .. 

tlle ~election afreab.L,tne ~•l,ction :&oard •• conatit11ted 
~- . ~- ·, . 

.... aaaembled;.:i · oa 7th & 8th April• 97 to conduct teats 

and interviews for the peat. in question. 'lhe result• 

of the second BOard of officer• prec:eedinga were appreved 

by the competent autherity. It 1• alleged in para 7 of the 

counter affidavit filed by Brig. M.S. HUdl:. that the reaalts 
-. . 

of the candidates who had appeared in the selection preceed- 
, 

1.nga held on 7th & 8th April• 97 for the post of Oloukid&r. 

were declared ea ,.,.2ee1. It 1• not diapu.ted that the 

aforeatated o.A. was disposed of vi.de order dated 1s.,.2eoo 
without invitinw the counter aff1daY1t, thouwh after hearin1 

the learned counsel appearing for the reapendeata. 'lbe fact 

re11aina that the true facta were net ltrought to the notice 

of the Tribunal aad the o.A. waa diapeaed of with the 

directions atated abclv.: ea· the preawnption that the 

selection held ia February• 97 wa• subsiating and only the 

reault thereof waa awaited. While cemplying with the 

order dated 15.9.2080. the authorities could take notice 
. ~~ ~ ~ \:_...,.- 

of the development~~ --~ before paaai.ng 

of the order. IR the circumstarleea. we, therefore. find 

f. ~Ro caae 1• made out for ~ommitting contempt of trut~ord1 

of thia Tribunal. 

3. >.ecordintlY• the contempt petition. ia rejected. 

N11ticea issued to the reapendenta are hereby dischar9f"'' 

~-- 
V:ICB CHAIRt 

G.S. 
MEMBER(A) 


