
IN THE CENTPAL ADMINISTRATIVE TPIBUNAL, JAIPUF BENCH, JAIPUR. 

C.P.No.lOl/95 Date 6£ order: 22.3.96 

All India Soshit ~armachari P~titioners 

Sangh & Anr. 

Vs. 

Shri M.Ravindra & Anr. H·~31_.:•(:,nd·~nt s 

Mr. P • V • Call o. Counsel for petitioners 

Mr. M. Bhanda1· i Counsel for respondents 

CO~AM: 

Hon'ble Mr.O.P.Sharma, Administrative Member 

Hon'bl.~ Mr.R.::.ta.n Prc:,l:::..=,sh, Judicictl f-1.:::mber. 

PEP HON'BLE MP.O.P.SHAPMA, ADMINISTPATIVE MEMBEP. 

In this .:::.:.r, tempt petit i C•n 
they 

filed by All India Soshit 

t. Anr './. hav.: pr.=,~r=d that th~ r6spondants 

should not be punished commiting conteinpt •)f this 

Tribunal's order dat.:::d ~0.10.9..:1 pc:~ss·~d in O.A Nc•.717/93 a.nd 

upgradation acham~/r6structurin~ schem~ on th~ next high~r post 

in the Ticket Checking Staff. 

2. 

d~rections were given: 

"In th·~ facts .~nd 

:;__·,= -·~:-:.~min~ th·= _.c 
·-· .L 

.:1 i r.~ct the 

the decisions of this B~nch and other.Benches 6f tha Tribunal 

in the matter o.nd in caae of mainly upgradation, if tha 

r6servation h~a bean applied againat the rules, if an7, should 

be rectified. The applicants will fil6 a re~resentation b~fore 

commit t.:a and th·::: r ~spc.ndent:3 :=.hall 
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case the applicants f~el aggriev~d again or f~el that tha 

b -t::: the Tribunal O.A. stands 

disposed of ac.::o:L-dingly." 

':) 
-'• th~ l=• ,.=: t i t i (o 1"1 \~ r S 1 in of 

d~tail6d repr~sentation on 5.1.1995 to the r~spondents pointing 

out th~ mistate committed by them, but ~v~n after the receipt 

th~ petition~rs nor were the mistates point..=:d out b7 the 

Faced with this situation, the p~titianers 2erv~d a notice for 

initiating cont~mpt proceedings on 10.2.95 and also aent 

ordr=:rs ·of the Tribunal for which th~7 are liable to b~ puni2hed 

under the Contr=:rnpt of Courts Act. 

4. 

1~1.6.~'=· .:tddr.~aa.:::d th~ petit i .:.n·:r s. In this 

communication, there was a ref~~=-nce to the representation 

dat·=d :=: 0 • 1 (I • ~1-l 2ubmitt·~d 

petitioners at that time that s 1 .-.c.~ the 
was 

s ubrni t t.~d b~l t h·= p·:t it i on.~rs ..{ .:l.::t t·:d : .. l. ~1 5, it had in f c.ct nc•t 

directions of th~ Tribunal ana that it was 2till pending. 

Accc·rdin.;.,l:z; I th·= Tribtm.::.l diL··~ct::::d th.:;; L"·~3pon.J,:nts (on e .. 9.95 

0-J / 

--



,----~---------

that th~y should d~al with the r~presentation dat~d 5.1.95 and 

to sam~ of which attention had b8~n drawn by the learned 

to send a communic.O!tion tc, th·~ 

5. Th~r.:::aft.:::t·, th.:: r·:=sr;:.ond·=nts have fil8•J an additional 

r~pr2sentat ion 5.1.9:. ctnd th·~ 

,_ -
Lt_t 

nc,i: ice _,e 
UL 

vli th the 

9.2.95, sent by the p~titioners. In this additional repl7, they 

which according to them was because th·= r ~pr·=-sentat ic.ns 'itl·=r·~ 

in the c..ction tal:en b7 th·;m. 

6. During the arguments, the learned counsel for the 

petitioners stated that the .::::.::.mmuni·::ation d.=.t.;.d :: .. :2.96 by which 

respond.:;nts tC• hav,~ v1ith their 

representations and the notice of cont=mpt, ahows that the 

notice of contempt prop~rly and this, therefore, does not 

constitute a complianc.=: with the ord·=-r of th·~ Tribun.:tl. He 

particularly stressed the point that th~ r~servations in 

promotions on upgr01dation/~estructuring had be~n granted in 

spite of the petitioners pointing out that such action was not 

permissible c..nd in violation of the judgments of various Courts 

5.1.95 was d2lt with by order dated 8.~.96, whereas tha 

Tribunal's order is dat~d ~0.10.94. Th~ respondents have 

committed contempt of court by not compl7ing with the order of 

within a period of 3 months from the 

-- ~ ~--
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given by them fo~ d~lay in compl7ing with the dir~ctions of the 

T~ibunal i~ un6onvincing and does not m~rit any consid~ration. 

7. 

point that the J:esr;:•ond·:-nts ha·] alr~aclj b·~~n an unconditional 

and the notice of cont~mpt due to complexity of th~ matte~. He 

also point~d out that the ~~apond~nta had 1n fact earlier 

dispc.sec1 of the ~epr·=E'··~nt.:ti:ion but l:q mist.:d:e th·='J hEtV•? not 

mentioned the correct date of the ~espres~ntation submitted by 

the p~titioners. It was fo~ this r.=.:~aon th.:.t th·= TL·ibunal had 

~ directed the ~~spond~nts on 8.5.95 to pass a fresh ord~r 

> 

d~aling with th~ representation dat:,d 5.1.95 and the notice of 

contempt sent b7 the petition=~a. H~ 3dded that there h~s be~n 

compliance with the orders of th·::: T~ibun.:tl inasmuch a:= the 

have be:en delt with in the ·::ommuni·::ati.:·n da-ted 8.~.96 (f.l~nn:-:.F2) 

enclosed with the additional reply. He has further stated that 

i f on m.:: 1· its , the pet i t ion e r s f in d t h a t t h.:;: i s s u -~a ~a i s ·~ d b ~r 

th.:: p.::titioners in the rep~esentation and the notic9 of 

contempt had not been accordingl'J delt with, ths course open to 

th.::m ia to file a fresh application, whe~ein the issues riised 

can be adjudicated on merits. 

n o. We have heard the learned counsel fa~ the pa~ti=s and 

hav.:: gone tlu.·ough the m.s_t.=L·ial on r.?cord. It i.s l.mf,:,rtunata 

that the ~~aponcleni:s hav·~ t.:d:·:on consid.~rable tim<? in dealing 

with the representation of th~ petitioners. Without going into 

repr.::sentation and had merel7 mentioned the dat~ of the 

repr.::senta t ion in th~ir communication to the 

pe:titioners, v1e rna:J point out that ~v.s>n ctftet· th·~ directions 

OtJ 
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its d i a J;• 1.;-a 3 lJ i.." ·~ 

in mating complianc~ with the ord~ra of 

further. 

9. the rn.:,ritB (of 

Tr it.un.::1l WELS that tho:: shall 2.UbiTlit 

the 

• .r.: ._, .L 

a 

period. By communication dat~d 8.~.96 (Annx.P~) tho:: r.::apondent3 

mann~r in which th~y have conaid.::red it appropriat~. In a 

the meL· it.= i:h.~ ' . ~ 

1331.1•=-3 l'"Ct13~(l. after perusal of Annx.P~ 

contempt. In th.;. Tribunal's order dated -~0.10.94 ita.;.lf a 

learned counB~l for th~ p.::tition~ra there hav~ still been any 

may t.e in the matter of interpretation of the law. 

9. 

contempt of tho:: Tribunal now r~ma1ns. The contempt petition is, 

ther~fore, diamiss.::d and the notic~a iaeved are discharged. 

Bil · ,-----._,.Pt .... /"1 
(Ratan fTakash) 

Member(Judl) Member ( Adm) • 


