
CENTRAL ADMlNlSTRAT!VE TRiBUNAL 
PRINCIPAL BENCH 

CP 232/2004 
OA 222312003 
MA 1996/2004 

New Delhi, this the 3ro day of December, 2004 

Hon'bie Mr. justice M.A. Khan, Viceh-Chairman (J) 
Hon'tlie Mr. S. K. Mafhotra, Member (A) 

Shri Ban'NSri Lai 
L.D.C. Guru Nanak Eye Centre, 
(Govt. of Delhi) 
Manaraja Ranjit Slngh Marg, 
New De:h1. ... Petitiionei 

' (By Advocate Ms. Dharam Deshna) 

"· 

Versus 

1 Shri ~- Rajesh Prasad 
Deputy Commissioner 
North East 

., ..... 

Govt. of NCT of De!hi 
DS!DC Complex 
Nand Nagari, 
De!hi -94. 
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MA 1996/2004 

... Respondents. 

This application has been fiied for plactng on record the present correct 

address of the respondent no.2. Learned counsel for the respondent no.2 is 

already present. The application stands disposed off. 

CP 23212004 

The appiicant was working as Ward Boy 1n Guru Nanak Eye Centre, G. B. 

Pant Hospita!, \&hen he was placed under suspension because of his 
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involvement in a criminal proceeding in F!R No. 26/93 under Sect!on 7 read with 

Section 13 of the Prevention of Corruption Act. He was acquitted of the charges 

and 'JtlaS reinstated in service. he \4JaS not paid :he difference of 'Nages for the 

suspension period, for whicn he ft!ed OA 2223:2003. it 'Nas disposed off oy t:-te 

Tribunal on 12-9-2003 oy foilowng order: 

''4. The app~icant has placed on record a certified copy of tne 
oraer passed by tt·,e Spec1a1 Judge, Delt"•i v~~t·,eret>y he has teen 

·tt d K . . . t' . f t- ·t Id b . th nt f acqut ,e . eepmg in vtew nts .ac~, 1 v10u e :n •. e .1 ness o 
thing atld accordingiy, !t is directed tnat respondent no.2 'Ji.i! 
~onside:- the totality of the facts and pass an order preferably 
W.th!n four months from the date of receipt of a copy of this order 
;1erta:ning to the pay and anowances of the appHcant." 

2. Tne appiicant has filed the instant Contempr Petition compiaining t!'lat t!1e 

respo:1dents have deliberately and Vtlilifuily disobeyed the aforesaid order of tnts 

TribunaL 

3. The snow cause notice 'vWS tssued to the respondents. !n t1eir rep!y. tne 

respondents nave submitted tnat tne order has oeen duly complied "Nitn and :ne 

respondents have not oniy paid the amount of Rs. 148158/- as arrears of salary 

and ~t:1er dues out the apoiicant has also been promoted :o me ~ost of u.D.C. by 

a:1 order dated 2.12.2004. lt is further ordered that !1e wouid not be entitled to 

rec~!ve t:1e pay ana a~!o\~~~anc~s for the period for 'M'!ich he nad not actua~ly 

worxed as !.J.D.C. He had. nowever, been aiiowed to exercrse his opt:on, with 

regard to fixation of pay as per F.R.22 rules. 

4. it i~ c~ear that the order of this Tribunal has been compiied W.tn by tne 

respondents. If the appiicant is stiil not satisfied, he is at liberty to ta!<e 

appropriate 1ega1 remedy ro redress his grievance in accordance W.th law. 

5. From the facts and circumstances of the case, we do not finrj that the 

resi)or.dents cou!d be ne:a w have disobeyed tne order of the Tribuna: Y.liilfu!ly 

ana ,~ontumacious:y caning for an action under the Contempt of Courts .A.c~. \.Ne 
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