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IN THE CENTRAL AD~INIST ATIVE TRIBUNAL, J~IPUR BENCH, JAIPUR.· 

C.P No.3/2000. 
. . r '-...• 

Date.of order:l5.2.2001 
\ ' 

'Nahan·s·ingh Gurjar, ·s;o Sh.Hukam S.in<jh Gurjar, working 

as Messenger, /o Chief Engineer (North zone)-lii, 

cPwo, Jaipur, R/r Bh~ndagaon, Teh vair, Bharatpur. 

. • •• Petitioner. 

Vs. 

l. Sh. Vi jay Kumar, Dy. Direc1;or cum Depu<ty Secretary, CPWD, 

Nirman Bhawan, New.Delhi. 

2. Shr.i i:>.N~;Bhargava, C.hie.f Engineer, North Zone-III, CPWD 

Nirman Bhawan, 

3. S;hri L.R.Yada 

CPWD, Nirma11 Bh 

V~dyadhar Nagaif Ja{pur. 
. ! 

Asstt.Director (Official Language) 

Vidyadhai Naga-r, Jal.pur. 

••• Respof!dents. 

Mr.P.V.Calla _counsel I for the applicants. 

Mr,T.P~Shaima - Couns~ · for respondents. 

CORAM: 
,. 

Hon'ble Mr.S.K. garwal, 'Judicial Member 

Hon'ble Mr.Gopa Singh, Administrative Member. 

PER fiON 1 BLE MR ~S .K .AGA WAL, JUDICIAL MEMBER··~ 

This Contempt Petition has ari~en . out. of an ordei 

passed in.O.A da t ed 15 .12 • 9 9 •. 

2. In O.A No.562/9~,· N~han Singh Vs. Uni6n of Indiat this 

Tribunal on 15.·12.99, 'ssued the following interim order: 

"Ip view .of the submissions mad~ by the leaine~ coun~el 

for the appli~ nt,.we direci that· order of termination 
.. 

dated 30.11.99 s hereby stayed so far as the applicant 

of this O.A is concerned till the ·next . date~" 

.3. .... It· is stated by the petitioners that ·the opposite 

par.t,ies have· wi'i fully and. deliberately disob~yed· the· orders 
~ . . 

· passed by this Tribu al, therefore, they should be ·punished 
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fo•r cont-empt. I · · 
~ . A show cause nptice was given to ~he opposit~ parties 
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and- reply -was filed. In the rep~y, it· is stated that the 

services _Qf the applicants were terminated by order _dated 

1 30.11.99 in terms of th~ provi~ions Of Rule 5(i) of the CCS 

(Temporary) Service R les_, 1965 and.notice of termination was 

sent on 2-.12.99 on r gistered post. It i~ stated t'hat- after, 

issuance of the inter·m order dated 15.12.99 by this f'ribuna·l, 

an )nstruction_·was given to.move an.application for vacation 

· ot: stay and in pursu nee of that an ap.pl ication · for v-acation 

of stay was filed, w ich- is -pendirig., It ·is_ also_ stated that 

the O.A peridin~ before Prin~ipal Bench ~f the Tribun~l at New 

Delhi, was· dismissed .after considering the averments made by _ 

_ the parties. e, _ the respon_dents • department did not-

commit any illegal!t 'in issuing the order- dated 30.11.99 for 

cancellation of 

CCS - (Temporary) 

contemners are 
, I -

there has not been , , I 

ppointment order under Rule 5 ( 1) of the 

1965. It is stated that the alle_ged 

highest regard for this- Tri:bunal and 

and deliberate disobedience on 

~the part of the opp site parti~s. Therefore, it is requ~sted 
/ 

be' dismissed. ' /that the Contempt 
/ 

5 ·- H.eard the counsel for the parties _ and also 

peru·sed -the whole including·- the averments made by the 

parties. 

6.. On a perusal_ the interim order dated 15.12.99_passed 

by this Tribunal,- it appears ·t:'hat the request of the applfca,nt 

was for sta;Yirig th .operation of o.rder of termination dated 

30.11.99 and suppor of the- cont~ntion of the counsel for_ the 

applican~ has ref 

Principal Bench of 

p·r inc i pal Bench 

O.A_ No.2568/99 ~ending before th~-

Tribuna-l· at New Delhi in which the 

-stayed ttie- ·operati-on of the order of 

~· ~ :terinination and 

ftv 5Y applicant is simil · 

that in the instant cpse _ the 
-

situated, therefore, in view of_ the 

above submissions, the interim order was is·sued staying 'the 
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operation of the 

Admittedly, the' 

applicant was 

averments made ·by 

fi.~ed. There f6r'e, 

Principal Bench, 

view that· there .· 

dis6bedience on the 

( ~v 
v 

r dated 30.11.99, till the next date. 

as referred by ·the coupsel "'for. the 

by the Principal Bench,· as per: the 

opposite parties to which no· counter was 

view o~ O.A No.2568/99 pen.ding before· the 

·already been. dismissed,· we .are of the 
. - ' . 

'be any wilful and deliberate' 

the opposite parties. 
-
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Disobedience of the Tribunals qrder ~mounts to contempt 

.·only when it i.s wi fU:1 and deliberate. If the· action. of the 

opposi t'e"·Party is ot deliberate and wilful, no contempt can 
. \ \ 

be said to have bee established.· , 

8. in the i~stant case, we are of the con.sidered view that 

the petition~rs fa'led to establish wilful or delib~rate act 
-· t . . _, 

on the ~art of the dpposite parties •. Therefore, this- c6nte~pt 

petit. ion fails.· · 

we, therefore; dismiss the contempt pe.t_i tion and 

not ices issued , gainst. the opposite . parties are · hereby 

discharged. 

.. Cui~ 
( Gopal· Siiltl) 
Member (A). 
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'( s .K .Agarwal)' 

· Mem.ber (J) • 


