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ID No. 67/2002 
Sh. Nagendra Prasad and 20 Ors. Vs. Airport Authority of India and Anr.  
 

BEFORE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL CUM – 

LABOUR COURT NO. II, NEW DELHI 

ID No. 67/2002 

Sh. Nagendra Prasad and 20 Ors. Vs. Airport Authority of India and Anr.  

1. Nagender Prasad, S/o Sh. C.S. Khanduri, R/o 64-B, Janta Vihar, 
Kali Piau, Jharoda Road, Najafgarh, Delhi Cantt.-10. 

2. Vinod Kumar, S/o Sh. Gopi Chand, R/o T.I. Balmik Mandir, More 
Line, Delhi Cantt.-10. 

3. Shanti Prasad Rijal, S/o L. Sh. Karuna Khar, R/o Bhairi Kali 
Kathuna, Ward No. 3, Dailekh – Nepal. 

4. Arun Kumar, S/o Sh. Jagdish Chauhan, R/o T-5, Balmik Mandir, 
More Line, Air Force, Palam, Delhi Cantt.-10. 

5. Subhash Lahera, S/o Sh. Ghasita Ram, r/o T.3, Balmik Mandir, 
More Line, Air Force, Palam, Delhi Cantt.-10. 

6. Bharat Choubey, S/o Sh. R.N. Choubey, R/o 397/B/13, Geetanjali 
Park, Sagar Pur, Palam, New Delhi-64. 

7. Raj Singh, S/o Sh. Jagdish Singh, R/o H.No. R.Z.F.938, Raj Nagar 
Part-II, Palam Colony, Delhi-45. 

8. D.P. Sharma, S/o Sh. G.P. Sharma, R/o H.No. R-Z, G-88, Raj 
Nagar, Palam Colony, Delhi-45. 

9. Ajay Kumar, S/o Sh. Pritam Singh, R/o Vill. & P.O. Dhasoli, Teh. 
Jawali, Distt. Kangra (H.P.). 

10. Laxman Prasad Keshri, S/o L. Sh. Prem Chand Keshri, R/o R-Z G-
619, Raj Nagar II, Palam Colony, New Delhi-45. 

11. Anil Kumar Shukla, S/o L. Suresh Chand Shukla, Local Add.: 173/6 
R.K. Puram. Permanent Add.: Poorvi Dixtana, Mohamdi Road, 
Gola Gokarem Nath, Kheri (U.P.). 

12. Thom Bahadur Pun, S/o Sh. Jaspati Pun, R/o Vill. Jaya Khani, P.O. 
Purti Ghat, Zone Lumbini, Distt. Gulmi, West Nepal. 

13. Anil Kumar, S/o L. Sh. Sarop Chand, R/o 58/147, More Line, Air 
Force Stn. Palam, Delhi Cantt.-10. 

14. Shilender Singh, S/o Sh. Ratan Singh, R/o Delhi Police, Tara 
Nagar, Kakrola, Vill. Najafgarh. 

15. Devesh Chander Thapliyal, S/o Anusya Prasad Thapliyal, R/o 
M.M.1169, G.N.76, Deva Ram Park, Trinagar, Delhi. 

16. Prem Chand, S/o Sh. Babu Lal, R/o 4 Rockriew, Air Force, Palam, 
Delhi Cantt.-10. 
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17. Ram Phal, S/o Sh. Hari Singh, R/o Vill. Risalwa, P.O. Salwan, Distt. 
Karnal (Haryana). 

18. Lalit Prasad, S/o Sh. Deva Nand Nainwal, R/o ZG-88, Raj Nagar, 
Part-II, Palam Colony, New Delhi-45. 

19. Sunny, S/o Sh. Peeter, R/o 55/5, Santh Line, Sadar Bazar, Delhi 
Cantt.-10. 

20. Laxman Mourya, S/o Sh. Chhedi Ram Mourya, R/o R-Z 16-C, St.8, 
Sadh Nagar, Palam Colony, New Delhi. 

21. Manoj Kumar, S/o L. Sh. Gupta Ram, R/o R.V.63-A, RV A/F, Palam 
Station, Cantt., Delhi-10                                    .... Hereinafter 
referred to as the Workmen 

Versus 

1. Airport Authority of India, I.G.I. Airport, New Delhi-37, Through 
its Chairman. ... Hereinafter referred to as ‘Management-1’ 

2. M/s TDI International India Pvt. Ltd., B-4/62, Safdarjung Enclave, 
New Delhi, Through its General Manager. ... ... Hereinafter referred 
to as ‘ management-2’ 

Award 
21.05.2026 

 
Item No.- 14 
I.D. No.  67/2002 
21th May 2026 
Present: 

None for the parties.  

Record perused. A reference had been received by this 
Tribunal in the year 2002 in the following terms: 

“Whether the action of the management of the Chief Executive, 
Airport Authority of India, IGI Airport, New Delhi-37, in stopping 
from service w.e.f. 08.01.2002 Sh. Nagendra Prashad and 20 
other workmen (as per annexure), engaged through M/s TDI 
International India Pvt. Ltd., Contractor, is just, valid and 
reasonable? If not, to what relief and benefits are they 
entitled?” 

After completion of pleadings, the following issues were 

framed for adjudication vide order dated 06.07.2006: 
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1. Whether the claimants are employees of Respondent No. 
1? OPW. 

2. Whether the claimants are employees of Respondent No. 
2? OPW.  

3. Whether the termination of services of the claimants 
w.e.f. 01.08.2000 is illegal and unjustified? OPW. 

4. Whether the claimants are entitled to the relief claimed? 
OPW. 

5. Relief. 

Thereafter, the claimants were called upon to lead their 
evidence. For the last nineteen years, the matter has remained 
pending at the stage of workmen’s evidence. One of the 
claimants was partly cross-examined in the year 2019. 
Thereafter, the Ld. AR for the claimants submitted that he was no 
longer in touch with the claimants. 

It is noted that the matter has not made any progress for a 
considerable period and continues to remain at the stage of 
workmen’s evidence. 

In these circumstances, when the claimants have failed to 
appear and adduce their evidence, the claim stands dismissed for 
non-prosecution. Award is passed accordingly. Let a copy of this 
Award be sent to the Appropriate Government for 
publication/notification under Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. File be consigned to the Record Room. 

        

             Atul Kumar Garg 
  Dated 21.05.2026           Presiding Officer  

CGIT-cum-labour court-II 
 
 

 

 

 

 


