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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIEUNAL~ JAIPUR EENCHu JAIPUR. 

c.-F.Nc.l47/,?5 Date of crcer: 1~·vj·~"Ot/ 

Manchar Singh M S/c GaneEha Singh~ R/o DcncJ cc Reuse • 

Hawa Sarak~ Jaipur 

••• Pe't it i cner. 

l. Shri Ajay Shekhar~ Secretery 9 JV~ini'. cf n~xtDee & 

Ccrrrrerce. Gcvt. cf Inciaa "{<\iest Elock Nc·.7~ R .• K. Purarr:Q 

New Del hi·. 

2. Shri K.S.fl:ehra~ Develcpn'ent Corrndssioner(Hancicrafts)o 

rr.inLcf Textiles & Ccnrrr.erce~ Gcvt. cf Jnci'aa Y\est Fleck 

Nc.7, R.K.Puralll~ New DeihL \ 

-~ •• Reepcncents. 

JV.!r. C. E .Sha.rroa 

Mr.Rajen6ra Scni) 

-·counsel fer the petiticner •. 

r.•r.rr:.F.a-fio - Ccuneel .for respcncE'nts. 

COFA~: 

Hcn'ble rr.r.S.K.Aaarwal~ Judicial Merrber . -
Hcn'ble ~r.N~F.Nawani~ Adrrinjet~etive rr.erober. 

PEF HON'ELE rr.R~S.K.~GAFWAta JUDICIAL MEI'f:EER. 

' 
Thi E· :is an applicaticn uncer Sec.J7 cf the-

Acrrinis·tretive, Tribunals Act~ 1985~ ariedng cut cf an crcer 

paeeec in O.A Nc.30/93 6ate6 20.10.94. 

2. '!'hie Tribunal vice· crcer datec 20.10.94 in C.A Nc.::0/93 

issued directions as below: \ 

\ 
accepted. 

-1 

"In the result~ the pet it j c;n 'lhe 

respcnc.entE are directed tc ·ccneioer the serdcr:ity cf 
I . 

t he e p p l i cant a e per Jl. nne xure : A -:-1 f c r pr c n· c t' i c n en c t o 
I 

give hirr all ccnEeauent 5al, bene-fHe an6 tc ccn~dcer hirr 

fbr.prcrrcticn ecccrcing tc -the revised ~eniority list ~; 

fixed v-ice crcer 6ate6 2~.6.92. In -case c'ny junicr has 

been pr-cn•cteo petitioner shell alec- be ccns-idered fer 

prorrctjcn. The wetter mey be ccnei6ere6 within a pericc 

cf fcur rrcnthE frcw the 6ete cf the receipt.cf the ccpy 

cf thL~, crcer. 

'Ihe C.A. stance ciepceec cf acccrcingly with nc crce·r. ae 

tc CCEtE •• 11 

-~· It ie ~tatec by the petiUcner' that_ the cpposjte partiee 

have · net ccrrpl i ec wH h thE· crce.r of the Tr :i buna1 cat ec 

;;;0.10.94 in spite cf the nctice catec 17 .• 7.95 given tc tl'le 

oppceHe. 'Iherefc're ~ rrakee ~ pre~Er fer 
'- -

the applicant 

puniehing the cppc~ite ·partiee fer wilful an6 deliberate 

-.. 
,, 



'\ 

disobedience of the order p~ssed en 20.10.94 in a.A .Nc.36/93. 

4. Reply to the showcause was filed by the opcsite parties. 

It is stated in the reply that the ordets dated 20.10.94 have 

been _ fully ccropl i ed with · ana the a.ppl i cant has been g j ven 

prcinoti,on w.e.L 7.6.88 frQm the date persons junior· tc the 

1 
ap_pl) cant were proJrotec-. It is also stated tnat there is no 

wilful or deliberate disobedience on the part of the opposite 

partiesa therefcreq this conteropt petition having no roerits 

is liable to be dismissed. 

5. . Hea rc .the 1 e~rned counsel f cr the partie-s and perused 

the whole reccrc. 

6. Disobedience of Court/Tribunal's order constitute 

conteropt only when it is wilful or deliberate. It is the duty 

of the applicant to prove that the act i en of the alleged 

conteroners to disobey the order of this Tribunal was 

intent~cnal ana deliberate. If this- is not proved. then it 

can b.e said that app1ic9nt fajled to establish the conteiPpt 

against the all ~gee cent emners. Mere delay , in coirpl i ance cf 

the direct i ens/ oraer of the Tribuna 1 .does net constitute 

cent empt unless H is wi 1 ful • In the same way t.he bonafide_ 

other. interpretation of the order also dces net arocunt tc 

ccnteropt. 

7.. In the instant case in view· of the detailed subroissions 

roade by the ,opposite. parties_ in their reply that the order 

~ated 20.10.94 has been fully coiPpl{ed with and no deliberate 

cr wilful disobedience cculd be established/ on the part of 

th~ _opposite- partiesu therefcre 1 we are cf the considered 

cpi ni on that no case of contempt ccul'c be proved/established 

against the oppcsife parties and this contempt petition fails 

having no merits. 

8. we,· thereforew 

merits and notices 

hereby discharged • 

. ·r~lb: 
( N • P • N a w a n i ') 

Member (A) • 

cisroiss this Contempt Petition having nc 

issued against the opposite parties arE 

.4-
. · (S.K.Agarwal) 

fv1ernber ( J ) • 


