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·-: -. Hon_'ble.Stlri SR.- Adige, "ember (A).· 
0

.,. · Hon~~le ~_int_. J.~kshmi Swa111inalhan• l'lembe·r (J) 
·~- .. . 

. -::.. . - - -~ -

oA-241 g/gs ~ · · 

1. Shamlal 

2. Kamlesh 
3 •. Jamuna -

4. Amarlal 
s. P.Kumar 

6. Laxmi Davi 

7. Chaman 
a. Hiralal 

9. Ashok Kumar 

10. Jag dish 

11. Karamvir 

12 ~ Suman 

13 •. Jasbir 

14. Madanlal 

15. Gaeta 

1 6. Raj Kumar 

17. Sunil Kumar. 

18. Dine sh Kum:i r 

(all applicants c/o Income Tax 0 ff ice 
i4,. l'layur Bhawan,(C.I.T.) 1 Connaught 
\ · Pl.3ce, New Delhi). 

(By S hri Naresh Kaushik, Advocate) 

Versus 

1. Union or India through 
. Secretary, 
l'linistry of f inane e, · 
(Department of Revenue}, 
Central Board of Direct Taxes, 
New Delhi. 

2. The Chief Commissioner of 
Income-Tax,. Delhi, 
Central Revenue Building, 
I .P.Eatate, 
New Delhi. 

(By Shri V.P.Uppal,Advocate) 
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OA-?4/96 ./.· ..... 

3. 

(By 

1 • 

Ved Prakash s/o -
Shri Juttar Singh, · 
r/o village· Oadri, P.O.Dadri, 
Distt. Ghazi aba d,Uttar Pradesh. 

Shri A.K. Bhardwaj,Advocate) 

-Versus 

Union of India through 
the Secretary, 
~inistry of Finance, 
(Department of fi avenue) 
Central Board of Direct Ta~es, 
New Delhi. 

2. The Chief Commissi on9r of Income Ta•, 
Central R •venue Building, 
New Delhi. 

The Income Tax Officer (Welfare), 
Central R avenue Building, · 

. -. : . --~. '~: :-.:-

· ~.•Applicants 

(By 
New Delhi. 

Shri V.P.Upp~~ ,Advocate) 
••• Respondents 

\ _ 

_ o_R_D_E~- (ctal). 

By Hon' ble Plr. S. R. Adige, Ptember (A) -

Since both the O.As involve ei11ilar CJ,Jestion 

of law, the same are being disposed of by a common. 

order. 

2. Heard the learned counsel •ppearing for the 

parties. 

3. learned counsel appearing for the parties are 

agr••d that both the ~forasaid o.~. •ay be. disposed 

or with a dJ.racti~n to th• reapondenta that eubject 

·. to availability of work~ they ahould canalder re-
. .-
·' 

eng•ging or/:appllcanta,<1n accordance uith the rul11a I 

inetructi~n· an the aub.Ject, and in the· light· of var1~-~· 
--·· 
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s. Inte~l~ ord•ra passed in DA Na. 2419/95 are vacated.-

&. - Seth the -OAa 19 e. OA.2419/95 ai:-id DA..74/96 are 

disposed at as areraaaid. No costaJ 

(S•t. Lakshmi Swuinathan) 
l'te11ber (l ) 

/na/ 

.,. . 

.' '; 


