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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+  CONT.CAS(C) 51/2026

MAHARAJSINGH&ORS. ... Petitioners
Through:  Mr. Kamlesh Kumar Mishra, Mr.
Naved Khan, Ms. Renu, Advs.
Versus
CHETAN PRAKASH JAIN & ANR. ... Respondents

Through:  Mr. Anil Mittal, Mr. Atul Chauhan,
Mr. Bhim Singh, Advs. for R1
Ms. Shiva Lakshmi, Mr. Madhav
Bajaj, Advs. along Mr. Nipun Jain
(GP) for R2
+ CONT.CAS(C) 45/2026, CM APPL. 1928/2026
PRASANNA KUMARI ... Petitioner

Through:  Mr. Kamlesh Kumar Mishra, Mr.
Naved Khan, Ms. Renu, Advs
Versus
CHETAN PRAKASH JAIN & ANR. ... Respondents

Through:  Mr. Anil Mittal, Mr. Atul Chauhan,
Mr. Bhim Singh, Advs. for R1
Mr. T.P. Singh (Sr. CGSC) for R2

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SACHIN DATTA
ORDER
% 13.01.2026

CM APPL..2060/2026 (Exemption) in CONT.CAS(C) 51/2026

1. Allowed, subject to all just exceptions.

2. The application stands disposed of.

CONT.CAS(C) 51/2026
CONT.CAS(C) 45/2026

3. The present petitions allege wilful disobedience of the directions
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contained in the judgment dated 17.09.2024 passed by this Court in W.P(C)

980/2019. The operative directions in the said judgement are as under:-

4.

*“18. In view of the limited relief now sought by the Petitioners and without
entering into the merits of the inter se disputes, these writ petitions are
disposed of leaving it open to the Petitioners to make a comprehensive
representation(s) to CEL for reconsideration of the decision denying
enhanced gratuity of Rs.20 lacs to the Petitioners in light of the
submissions that may be made in the said representations and keeping in
backdrop the judgment of the High Court of Uttarakhand in Nawab Khan
(Supra) which was upheld by the Supreme Court. As and when the
representation(s) are received, the same shall be decided by CEL within a
period of 3 months from the date of receipt and a reasoned and speaking
order shall be passed thereon. Needless to state Petitioners will be at
liberty to take recourse to legal remedies in case of any surviving
grievance.”

It transpires that pursuant to the above directions, a speaking order
dated 18.03.2025 has been passed by the Central Electronics Limited (CEL),

inter alia, holding as under:-
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25 The Presidential Directive dated 15.08.2018 has never been challenped and has
been Implemented by the CEL by its office order dated 21.08.2018 which is also not
In challenge, As such the issue has attained finality and the same cannot now be
opened up to expose CEL to liability of enhanced gratuity at this stape, It is
pertinent to note that the Hon'ble Delhi High Court in Himanshy Stivastava & ors.
v. Uol and Ors. [reported In  2023:DHC: 2891] has applied the principals of
B dabiling! Whilet anoidocing the

ie af aftordability has already been considersd by the Ministey and SROLFLS IR the
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Ministryg, thers s no dispute to the fact that as on the relevant date of the
implementation of O8d 2017, CEL did nat haes necessary ‘affordability’ 1o enhance
mratuity from 01.01.2017. The entitlement of the employeess {including retired
employees a5 well &5 the applicantsfpatitiongss| far any manatary honefit causing
finamcial impact upan the employer has 9 e decided taking st carsideration the
circumistances ard the employer's fmancial condtion prevailing at the ime whon
such decisiom i te he fTaken, Any decision 13&on in tha past, meping il view the
financal conditson presvailing at that tme,. towdhing the entitlermsent of the
employnas for any manatary bnnefits cannog be reviewod an the ground of changes

im firmncial pesitian afl the employer ot any Laber slages

The Blawab Khan Judgment does ot i ary manreer firthers the case of the
employees making the present representation. The employees claim 1o be
apnlicants s=eking impleasdment before the Hon'ble Supreme Cowt in the challenge
te Mawah Ehan ludgment, However, The Hem'hle Suprame Court dismissed ghe
challenge to the pidpment iv linréade without eser making the employees a party o

tha Us. Thin mmpkoyees nol bhedng pay o the G canmol claim benslic ol ghe

jusdd prrveng,

Furthsar, the Mawab Khan Juggment is based on b challenge to the ordor passed by
the Ld. Deputy Labour Commission by the Petitioners therain with respect 1o their
claim of enhamnceged gratuity Being rejected, The Mowab Hhan Jluedgmesent, therefore,
limited the beanelic only 10 the Petitioners thercsn which s evider ram the
operatee part of the judgment. It may be noted that similarky placed emplogeses
have not recelend the boanedic of enhanced gratuity and the same & Tmived to the

Petitimars theresin,

The said Mawah Ehan Judgment having not been inberfered by the Hor'ble Suorems
Lourt and thera being & damissal in fimdale, the same does not merge with the
arder of the Hon'hle Supreme Court arsd therefors the henafit is Baited o the
oersons thermn, weo wene Before Hon'ble High Court agéasd the challengs o an

artes ol the Lg, DL
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0 Fusthir, 1 Hos e Doelhi High Court in Himanghi Srhaasrovg (supeal Pas taben &
wieww which protect the right ol CPSE: an the i=sps ol "aMordshility’ and the sqme

Applias b0 The presemt case,

30  mdependent of the shove, the facts i Newash Ehan ledgment are 81 variance in the
prasant c2se, Inthe presemt case the Union of India has by an OM dagod 100.07.2018
clarified that the applicability of emhanced gratuily wel D1 AL 2T &5 based on
affardahility. Furthes, the Union of india by it affdevit has supported the stand of
CEL., Thesa ksises wapns mob present in the case of Masah Ehan armd not considored
by the Moy bls High Court, Thse same nab bairg in issan, there docssion in Navals

Khan lisdgment canmat be made npolicable to thin case

H1 It i skatesd that the issae o allongalab@@y weas 19 be considensld Tos the realevant
pericd umnder C8d X177 ardd annot be consdered post facio. Enhancng ibe
Gratuity at this stage sauld effectively imply & past facio reconsideration of Bmits

decidesd in 30172018 to the prejudice almost the entire workforce aof CEL

A2 LCEL highfights that i has all times acted in lurthasanos of and in line with the
Paymmnt of Gratsty Act, 1972 and have given benefits tooall its employees incuding
the gmploeses making tha representation Tos bemnefgs of enhianced wanges im lige al

increase of pay scales post implementation af O 2017

33  Therefore, CEL ha=s ot all times aojed wasthin fowe cornens al tha O 2017 and 1w
presdential directive. Further, it bas comiplied with all requirements af the Paymsent
af Gratuity Act, 1972, CEL has actad in compllanco of all laws and in & bonatde
man reer, Ay varistEan from the decsion tsken seoukl be coriraery Eo Ehe prosidensial

directive 2nd prejsdicial to the rights of other employees of the CEL

14 THi=, in the abioee Bght the represemtation B dedined and the resguest mads cannod

b= acceded o

5. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that although a speaking
order dated 18.03.2025 has been passed by CEL, the same is not in
consonance with the dicta laid down in Nawab Khan v. Union of India &
Others, Writ Petition (M/S) No. 891/2016 and connected matters. It also
transpires that the petitioners have already taken legal recourse by assailing
the aforesaid speaking order by way of a substantive writ petition.

6. Considering that the respondents have passed a speaking order in
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terms of the directions contained in the judgment dated 17.09.2024 and on a
perusal of the said speaking order, it cannot be said that there has been any
wilful disobedience by the said respondents with the directions contained in
the aforesaid judgment dated 17.09.2024.
7. The petitioners are well within their rights to urge that the speaking
order dated 18.03.2025 is based on a clear misconception and
misunderstanding of the law laid down in Nawab Khan (Supra). However,
this is an aspect which is required to be urged by the petitioners in the writ
petition already filed.
8. In the circumstances, this Court is not inclined to entertain these
contempt petitions. Accordingly, the present contempt petitions are disposed
of.

SACHIN DATTA, J
JANUARY 13, 2026/uk
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