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CENTRAL ADI^INISTRATI\iE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

-  ■ ■ th' ' " ' '

Neu Oslhi; this tha H '"day of NGv/anberV2000'|

H0N»BLE OR .S.R. ADIGE^I^V/ICE CHAIRMAN (a) .'

HON»BLE ORlA'JyEOAUALLI, MEMBER (3)

1,PBR Manon'jj'
S/o Late Shri K.B.Elayidorn.'

2 ̂'^ San tosh Ktniarf
S/o Shri A jab Singh*,

3^ Wad PrakashJ
s/o Lata Shri Mukand Lal'^''

41 y.S^Choudharyl'
s/o S hti rIKt^C hou d ha ryV
Doint Ass till Director^\

All (except Appli cant Np •4) >a.ie,?Ao Oiractors

iruJlstional Crime Rs cards Buraau^^ East Block-7 ,
Rlkipurainf Neu Qalhiisel

Applican ts"!

(By Advocate: Shri Pi'^wMadhavan)

ye Vsu s ̂

1.^ Union of India,
through ^
secretary-,!
Ministry of Horn a Affairs'^

^  Nferth Block.,
Neu Dslhi'-1

2'il The Directorl^
National Crime Records jureauf'
East BloGk-7-5' R^jKi^urara'l
Neu Oalhi-»66 .^•%"."?Respondent s

(By Advocate; Shri N~,%'Iagsrual)

ORDER

Mrl S.R.Adiqe'^'yc(A^i

Applicants impugn respondents* order dated

9^9i|99(Annexure-Al) ordering recoveries of honorarium

paid to than during the financial year 1994-95 and

1 995-96 in excess of R31I5OO0/- per annumV uhich uas
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.'3uithin the competance of HOD to sanction#

2^ Heard bo til sidos^

3;l It is not doniad that the Honorarium uas

sanctioned at the rates prescribed in.respondsnts*

O  pun letter dated 1^12|^99 for lectures i delivered

by applicants in NCRB pyer a period, of time.^ Applicants

have eaphasised, and this has no t been denied t)y

respond.ents that this honorarium uas draun by applicants

bonafidely as it uas released to them by respondents

thpnselyesj they relate to a period going back to quite

a feu years and moreover they urge that they have spent ■

the money and. also paid tax on., the sarae^ Indeed \

^  applicants state that this is a case of respondents

not being auare of tlieir oun tulea^

4i^ Furthennore ue note that although the

impugned order dated 9i?9,^99 clearly has civil consequences

applicants uere nojt put to notice before its issue uhich

clearly offends the principle of natural justice'i^

Sf In the result the OA succeeds and is allougd to
.r, iW

the extent that the impugned order dated 9;'y,99 ts
;< . Sc> (514C'tsJ •)

it relates to applicants before us is quastfgd'

and set aside.'' Recp yeries al ready made , if any , should

be refunded forthuith.^ If respondents seek to make any

recoveriest they shall do so only after putting

applicants to noticeV and if they decide to reject

applicants' representations',^' if any, submitted in

response to the notice', they shall do so only after

advancing cogent reasons in uriting uhy they disagree

uith the grounds taken by applicants and referred

briefly in para 3 gbove.^
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The OA succeeds and is alloued.to the

extent stated in para 5 abo v/e No oostsw^
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( or.a'.\/edavalli )
ClEMBER (J)

,

(S.R-jrAblGE/)
yiCE CHAIRMAN (a) ..

/ug/


