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C0«TRaL ACPlIf3ISTRATI\/E TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCHo

O.tt.Ro. 277 0/1997

Neu Odlhis this the ^ day of 3iul7o1993<r
TON'BLE RRoSoRpAOlGE, VICE CHaIR^AN(a)o

nanohar Lai nehta, Ex^Yard naater;
R^o Rly# guartep Noo 30=Aj> -Rail laay ODlony^
Tugalaka Bad^ ^
Oslhio oooa«oo Appllcant»
(Shri Yogesb sHarraa)

Vapaiie

1o Union of India thzough
The General Ranaga^l
Northern Rail toyo
Baioda (toasop
N eu Del hi o

2# The Oivisional Railuay flangaPp
Northem Rail toy p
Delhi QLvisionp
Near Nau gel hi station p
Nau Delhi ooooo Respondents

(By Advocates Shri RsLo'Chauan)

3D PGR EH T

HDN'BLERR. 5. R. ft PIGE. VICE CHAllRflafnl

Heard both aides

2o The only prayer pressed by applicent's

cotmsel Shri Sharaa is fpr tfaivsr of dajaagos/license

fee in respect of retention of Go vtf qpo Woo'SOft

Twglaqabad; Rail uoy (hlonyp New Del hi®

3o Adsittecdy applicant yho uaa the allottee

of the aforesaid praaisea retired on superannyation
on 30o'11p^0, RB8pond0)ts peiraitted hio to retain

the premises fbr a period of 8 aontbs in tyo

equal spells of four months on normal/concessional

rent which expired on 29®7®9lo Applicant and

®  filed 0 e Ao NOo 621/92 for out of turn
accdombdstion of Qovto premises In the ngae of
his son who was an tin screen ad Casual Labourerp



u
but had attained temporary atatoso: in that OoAo

an ex-^arte interim order uaa pasaed on I0o3o92 not

to ewict applicants from the aaid quaHerj, uhich

uaa extended from time to tiraeo That OoAo uaa

dlapoaedofby judgnent dated 8.5,92o In that

judgment it uaa noted that applicant had already

availed of the facility of retaining on normal/

cx)ncessional rates of license fee applicable in

case of retired Gowt, servantso" That 0«Ao uas

diaaissed by afbresaid judgaant on 8o5o92 in

uhich it t^s held that encase fdr out of turn

^  allotment of gr© Hoo 30a Rall«ay Qilonyp TUghlakabad

in the name of applicant:^s son uaa not made outo'

to give some time to the family to vacate

the premises respondents were directed to allou

applicants to stay in the quarter till 3lft'7o92

en payment of license fee as per rulna (aphasia

8iA3plied)<i

4, Pleanuhile respondents subsequently of their

o«^ accord,regularised the aforesaid quarter on

out of turn basis in nerne of applicant's sen on

11.8o92 and called upon applicant to pay license .

fee at penal rates for unauthorised occupation
of the quarter from ^o7o91 to 11o8o92 vide their

order dated 23o7.93, qjplicant challenged the

same vide OoAo Hoo 2211/93 uhich yas disposed of by
judgment dated 22,5o96 with a direction to respondents
to dispose of his representation dated 8,8.93,

Respondents accordingly did so vide impugned
order dated Ilo«11o9 6 (Annexure»A/l) against which

the present Oa has been filed#
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14 ̂ emt yas In tmauthorised5  nanlfesUy applicant was
1  o 4n fiuoatlon ftoa 29«7«9l;occopation of the premises in q

,  ̂ 4n the name of his son on
till it yas regalarised m the nam

4^«4 t« Day license fee as per1U8®92 and is required
«o separate orders usrs n.ceesar, to

^aceX the aUefeot end to treat «.s eforsaeld
period as oneot.»rlasd. as has been «eds clear
in the C«T roll Ba,oh decision reported in
penpoojeri «s. BOI » Ore, 199 6 (S») ATC A34 ,
Reapondents have called open eppllcent to pS?
license fee for the aforeaeid period only in
eccordance ei«i rulesii The interio ordars passed
in 0« No. 621/92 on 10,3.92 andoodlfied in
tains of the final Jodgpnent passed on 8|S|92 ,
gave applicant only a pmtectlon against physical j
evlotion. but not against psynent of license fee .d-ichj
gee to be detepsinod in accordance «ith rolesi
6. in the reselt the iepugned orders gerrant
no interfsrencs. The DA is dismissed. Intsrta
orders, if any, are sacated,' No costa,

( Sp RpAOiaE )
VICE CHaIFPA?! U)

/ag/


