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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT
CHANDIGARH

Civil Writ Petition No.4115 of 2015
Date of Decision: March 10, 2015

Shiv Parshad
..... Petitioner
versus
Union of India and others
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR JUSTICE SURYA KANT.
HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE NARESH KUMAR SANGHI.

Present:Mr.Brij Mohan Vinaayak, Advocate,
for the petitioner.

7- Whether Reporters of Local papers may be allowed to see the judgment?
2- To be referred to the Reporters or not?
3+ Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

Surya Kant, J- (Oral)

The Central Administrative Tribunal, Chandigarh
Bench, vide its order dated 31.01.2014 allowed the Original
Application filed by the petitioner, apparently on the ground
of discrimination and arbitrariness (Ref. Para-7) and issued a
direction to the authorities to re-consider his claim for
compassionate appointment.

In purported compliance of those directions, BSNL
passed an order dated 31.05.2014 whereby the petitioner's
claim has again been rejected.

The aggrieved petitioner has filed the instant writ
petition.

One of the ground taken is that the authorities
have not faithfully complied with the order passed by the

Tribunal.

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document

Chandigarh



CWP No.4115 of 2015 2]

In our considered view, the petitioner is required
to approach the Tribunal challenging the order dated
31.05.2014 taking all those grounds which have been pleaded
before this Court.

The instant writ petition is dismissed as pre-mature

at this stage, with liberty to the petitioner to approach the

Tribunal.
Ordered accordingly.
Dasti.
[SURYA KANT]
JUDGE
March 10, 2015 [NARESH KUMAR SANGHI]

Mohinder JUDGE
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