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Mr. Kunal Rawa~, Coun3el for the applicant •. 
. ' 

in his appe3ranca on 
and ·subrni ts th at b:' has 
not .record~ Thi? Registry 

Mt. N .G. G:lyal put 
behalf. of the resp vndent s 
filed r~ 1:il y • The reply is 
is dir,~ct,.~d to plac·~ the s a11e on :r ec o J."'<l .,-': 

io-1·:· -·">QOJ·-· 

(A.K~~) ·~~:~~AN} 
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Let the matt-~r be li:5tad on 

Nvne is present for the applicant. 

The case is taken up in the second round. 

This CP has been filed complaining the floutitYJ ·=>f the order .1 

dated 06.07 .2000 passed in OA No. ~·21):'97 I Shravan Lal vs. u.0.1. 
& C1rs., wher~in this Bench of the Tribunal allowed the 0A with 
the following direction :-

"7. · r, therefore, ·allow this Original Applicativn and 
direct the respondents to consider the appli·::ant for casual 
employment on .:vmpassionate grounds within· a. perivd of 

. three months from tne date of receipt of a copy of this 
order. No order as to costs." 

Learned counsel for the respondents has subnitted that the 
re.sp.:>ndents have filed a Writ Petition before the Divisi.:m Bench 
of the H.:>n • ble High ~ourt at .Jaipur Bem::h. an~ their Lordships 

-:~re pleased to stay the operation and execution of the judgement 

~: . -
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ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL 

in the first · instance but subse-:;pJentl y there was some confusion 
re~ardin;J filin~ <:>f the reply and the interim order was •Jacated .. · 
They are .striving. hard to apprise i::he Hon'ble High·. Court 

·regarding ti~e actual ·tacts and the matter. is on the. way t:u.t may· 
take some time. He has ala.) invited r::>ur attention to Annexure 

.·CP.R/3, a 1.:Xi!llll1Uni·.:"3tion dated 03.t);, •. Xh.3. . Vide thi.s 
·.communication, the applicant haa been informed that his ·~ase h:ts .. 
been considered ·in the . light •)f the dire•::tion · for· grant of 
·compaa.sion~te · appointment but in view of the i0$tructions in 
vogu~, . it has not been· possible to offer· app)intmeht to.:the· 
apPlicant. · · 

It has peen submitted bY . the .. learned counsel . for the 
respondents that despi~e the fact that .they have taken ·up the 
·inatter witn the higher C·:>urt and filed a writ petition against 
the jud3ement, thi=Y ha'Je sin•::erely considered the ~ase of the 
applicant and paa.:;ed tne order as per direci:i1:>n o.f chis B~nch •)f 
the Tribunai, . thus the¥ tiav~ not ..::anmitted any c-.::>ntempt. . . . ' . 

We h3.ve cor:is.idered the sul::imissio::ms made on b:!haif ·bf the 
i.-esp.:mdents and are of tne. cufldidered opini•)n that . ~he ~rdae ·::>f 

.. this Bench of the TrU,;unal haa been aubstantially C·:>mplied with· 
inasmuch as there was direction. to consider the case. o ' 1:he 

. applicant for .:asual appointment and the same has ?ean d611e by 
. the. resp.:md.ents in the true spirit· of our order. Thus we· a.re 
satisfied that prima facie no·ccntempt is made ou~. 

The CP ·stands dismiased.· '. Notices 
d!scharqed wi.th 110. order as to costs:. 
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alrea~y issued stands 
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