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CENTRAL administrative TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

^t.PVNb,^3l2/9i

V  IN
OA No,^3 of 1 997

Neu Delhi: this the day of ^ ^,2001 ̂

HOCS'BLE MR.SiiR;'ADIGE,VICE CHAIRnAN(A)

HdN *BLE MRrKULDiP SINGH,MEMBER (3)

R.L.Behal, .
S/o Shri s;\i^Behal';^ .
R/c R2-114-RV Street No79|
Sadh Nagary pal am Colony,

Neu Delhi—45 •••'»»•'Applican

(Appl leant in person)

l^lsntf Asha Das'p
Secretary to the Qowt? of India,
Ministry of Social Dustice & Empouermentf
Shastri Bha\/an|'''
Neu Delhi-l|

2.^ Shri Shailendra panideyf
Financial Adv/iser to the Ministry of Social
3u sticSjj^ Empouerm en t'j'
Room Nov40l, Shram Shakti Bhayan, .
Neu Delhi-1 •.• .Respondentsl?

( By Ad\/ocate: Shri K.C.D.-Ganguani)

O  dWb^Ef#

S^^R^Adioe. VC(aV,Gi
JU

Heard both sides on C.P,No ,'312/99 alleging

conhjmacious non-compliance of the Tribunal's order

dated 101^8^98 in OA Nof3/97$

2'^' In that applicant uhp is a p;^s had impugned

respondents' order dated 4^10,^96 and had sought

reimbursement of the actual cost of hiring of conveyance

incurred in coming to offlee and gdlhg ba on Sundays/

holidays and at odd hours from Auguslf'1994 till da te^

3,^ The Tribunal in its order dated l0o%^9B held

that the OA failed in terms of lau and grounds taken
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by applicant, but neuerth el ess called cpon

respondents to reconsider, providing reliefs to

applicant by granting/sanctioning honorarium,

uithin six months from the date of receipt of a

copy of the order, under intimation to applicants

AJ Applicant filed CP No.^3l2/99 in uhich it has

.been stated that pursuant to the aforesaid order

dated 10'^i^98 he had filed represOT^tion to

respondents on 24^91^98 and on 24»''5i99i' He states

that just before the Smooths* period was to

expire, he receiv/ed respondents* 01*1 dated 2-y2i^99

Q  informing him that he had already receiv/ed honorarium

from the Ministry on grounds of hard and arduous

uork uhich invralved sitting late beyond office hours

and coming to uork on holidaysii' He states that

immediately thereafter he uas called by respondents

and uas informed that his case uas being consideredo^

He states that on 9^13^99 he submitted a bill for

Rsv3l'jj2p3l50P uith a ooyering letter (Annexure-C/6) and

that on 2 6i7«^99 he 3lso asked the Secretary as to

the names and designationsof the persons uho uere

objecting to the gran t of relief to him as per

Tribunal's order dated 10«'8;^98 to enable him to file

a Con temp t petition, upon uhich an OM uas issued statinc

that it had been decided to sanction him honorarium

of fel^5DOo/«- for 1997- 98 and sanctioning order dated

2»^9'^99 uas issued to him for the aforesaid sum of

Rs,'50 0 0/-^

5,' Applicant asserts that this sum of Rs^SOOO/- uhich

he refused to accept^falls far short of his claim

of fe.-3l|'20 3i'50.and by not sanctioning him the full

amount, respondents have committed con temp t of

the Tribunal »s order dated 1of8f^';l
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6. It is not denied that as against applicant's

total clsitn of conv/eyanca charges amounting to

fejjl >2D 3*'® P• he has been paid R^'^5400/«" comprising

R3;%0GO X 3 fbr the 3 years 1 994-9^ 1 995-96 and

1 996-97 @ Rs^'l a per month.^ This ceiling of 50/- p,'mo',

for conveyance charges is in compliance of General Mote

6 (1) of Annexures to Schedule Mf Itan No.^3 relating to

Conveyance Hire under Delegation of Financial Pouers

Rulesj'1978, uhich the Tribunal in its order dated

lD,%ii^98 has noticed and has not faulted;- In addition

to the sum of fe#^540D/- paid to applicant on account

of conveyance charges^ he has also been sanctioned

honorarium of fe|^l8DD/- for Rsfl 994-95; RsfSDOo/- for

1 995-96; f^i65DD/- for fell 99 6-97; and after ths

Tribunal »s order .dated lDf8|98, fe|5DDG/- for fe;^1 997-^-
This last felSDOo/- has not been accepted by applicant^

but it is not in doubt that applicant has been

sanctioned fe|540D/- touards claims on account of

conveyance charges and fe|l8 30D/- as honorarium^ uhich
adds upto fe;^2 37DD/-.

The Tribunal's order dated lDf8|98 only directed

respondents to reconsider providing relief to applicant

by gran ting/sanctioning honorarium! There uere no

directions in that order to reimburse applicant to the

total extent of his claimy and under the circum s-tance'l

if respondents have sanctioned a sum of honorariian of ;

fei^SDDO/- to applicant^^in addition to the fe.54DD/-
sanctioned touards claim of conveyance chargesf' and

fe.lK, 3Dd/-' honorarium sanctioned to him earlier, it

cannot be said that they have committed contempt of

Court;'

8;-' The C.P, is dienissed.' Notices dischargedf

'  ' (s.r:aJigeA .MICE CHA.lR(viAN(A)r
/ug/


