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th« C'intr«i Admlniitrativ# Tribunal
Ptincipal SMcht Nsu 0«lhi

^

Raon, vWost . Date: 22; 2.1991.

1. b/U1177/90
2. OA-1561/89

1* Mohend «r Singh &Or a, j .,
2, Shr i Durga Prsaad & Or a.

Applicanta

Vsraua

Delhi Administration through .... Reapondenta
the Chief Secretary & Anr,

Tor the applicants

Fox the reatjondenta

• ••• Shri 3.P. Verghase*
Counsel

Smt. Avnish Ahlauatf
Counsel.

CORAW; Hon'ble Hr, P. K, Kartha, yics-Chairman (Judl.) •
Hon*ble Wr, Singh, Administrative Mender,

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to
see the judgemant?^-<-o

2, To be referred to ths Reporter or not?

(Oudgeraent of the Bench delivered by Hon'ble
Or. p;4<,, Kartha, tfita-Chairnian) ' '

The applicants in OA-1177/90 are uorking as

Assistant Sub-Inspectors in the Delhi Police. The

applicants in 0A-156i/69 are working as Inspectors in

Delhi Police, Their grievance is that the benefit of

the judgement of thla Tribunal dated 7,9,19B8 in

TA-;776/8S (nahat Ram 4 Othera Vs. Union of India 4 7

Othera'- CU^,49p/B2) haa not been ext^ded to them,

/'tjipugh ^th ey^;ar«o:jd:roll^ly;',^eituate^

;2,- i pthe quB!?ti6n uhethar personnel:of thai Oe]^ ;/

Police having pay npt exceeding R8,750/- per month,uere

v'r>/.;

^5



-. «

A

'r, ^ -fi* i

•••cf'.;

^-.ji'ii}% 4}.'» fe ^'•,rt^--'.t , E-?''S?lr£
^ w to payment of Houel Rant Allowance witK^

@n<> ) </ f i »*• ''"t f'<H / - * •> , < J ' c. •.•.v'5. '̂'v'-.ri\

production of rent receipt during the period from

/'"X v:-: '1,11,1-973^ to_ 3lw;i;'1978v- wae' dacided'̂ by -«'T.ull-:i'e^c|5V^^
-;,. • , ,••" / - :"7;;" •;.•-•• ."•• • ; ••••; /.;'./• '-'̂ •.•V'7^^^ •••'•• ;

of this Tribunal; in Mahar Ram A Othere Ve. Union of r •
. \.;c ' . y-r- :'•

India & Others, roentibnecJ above. By judgement dated |

7,9#i?88, the Full Bench concluded that there is no V
: f;o^^ 'i s;:.";! no '.•/•- ' -.

reason as to why in case of persons who ere entitled to
sisrl^q ,,1, ' -/• ,.. .-:

rent-free accommodation and are not drawing pay exceeding
•. ru. .,5g-li;- .Si; njjOi rq<j-,} C,i viqn.o"

Rs,75p/«> p.m.f they should'be required to produce ri
„"?• -tC; ,^5;' .;. ,j,3 f!.' -'̂ D ;V

receipt for drawing House Rent Allowance without the
3--mnQ-;Smni .^^vT'•' ' ' •••.

. „. limit of entitlement after taking into account the

— entitled
S^'lUGJ S!!1J, •

<=<5 I:' SSfi'

amount p^able in the case of employees not
. 0tsdD5^0"-:;a& 2yn. .K vs;^ ; en4 • srij' r--W '•

, . „ , , , fqr rent-free accommodation, is. the same as in the
aopyj nnql, , ;.- ^ ;•

.y,-. £. ^ ~ ^ <> ,« > •. cgse of corresponding Central Government employees,
\'.-/ ^dei > ?53i'u;y'3- v

>-i\-Drw, The Full Bench held that any :isuDhrdi'«crimination would. ,3i9nlO > stint In .,ai„u.s'' '

5 „ be arbitraiy and vibla^^^ 14 and =16 of the •

./ ^Constitution, Accordingly, the full Bench allowed#

,TA-776/B6 with the direction that the petitioners therein
• !«.!»• V .Z. '

j shall be paid Hpuse Rent Allowance uithout_,production of rent
%.w ? pvu f "ta''? -i H;:yi:^ / "' •> • 'V'' ' "•' •-••••-.".! '' .^"'i :' .••'• \-: '

f3i.1.1978. /•

- the siame benefit as thW pietitioner8 in TA-776/85 Which

rr-A^ss -r ^as.dfcid^ the Full Bench on 7.9.198B. The resp'ondentsf

; ; ;r however, did no^^^ive the seme' benefit to the applicantc« <

, 3,,.
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4. The respondents hav^ statad in th«if «ourit«i<i.

: r V ^ ^ that th«y hfivs taktn up tha mattat with th«

, of Ind^iaj^ taho, hpwa^ not agrsed to
-i ; ••; v::5 vV'̂ -h^V', f J'-v. -j» ^ ,

" ,'>'^/-the',requ®8t9 ;-, ^•,. ' , :.•••••••

5, Ua hay® carefully Qon® through the racbrds of

, •... ^ .:1
-•.. .;• ir, ,.J V? v. ^ .

%'.f) •;• d ".v^Ji Mv^.^ ' . • , ' •

the case and have considered the rival contentiohi, Ui

are of the opinion that the deeisioh of this tribunal
. 'j ' ."'• '.i '"iQ <s ir- o-"-''': '''•"•i ••< ' 'ft''" "t- "• £•• •• -. -, .",'• •.••', . '.- '•' • • •

dated 7,9,1988 in the case of Mahar Ram & Others will

apply to the two applicartts' ^ before us also. In a

catena Of decisions, the Supreme Court» the High Courts

and this Tribunal have held that persons who are otheruise

similarly situated, would be entitled to similar treatment

and the fact that they have hot approachisd the Court,

should not place thera at a disadvantage (vide Dohn Lucas

•• V;-;y• 'tu jsgoi" • -, " '•• •
^ Us, Additional nechanical Engineer,^19"87 {3) A*T.G,328j

-J Lb /'av,;. ^V-V, ' HuVfr:" • . ' , .
1 Dharam Pal i Others-Vs,, Unioh of India_ & Others, 1988(6) --

J e>
A, T,C. 396 at 402; A. K. Khanna Vs. Union of India i Others

i VLan iri.,.: n;4:M'rt;s;
A, T.R, 1988 (2^ C. A.T. 518; ahd Pr^, C,D« Tase Vs.

University of Boiabay, d«t, 19 89 (1) S, C»364),

6, In the light Of th^ f^or^going, we al^bu thes^

applications with the dijectioit that the respondents

' . } •

- •:
i •)'.-- • •

/./-• • .

shall extend the benefit of the judgemerit:^

of this Tribunal in Wahai? ftarti i Othets

&Othere (T/l-776/BS) to the'applicants in the presenrt

/
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•prticUon. .Lo. »• hold that th.:»ppUe.nt» ypalf

bt intitlid to paymtnt of Hou»® R«nt Allow^n^#.without

oroduction of t»nt receipt during thi period frpm ;
\ -. W-, - --y v'-^' f. :=•

1,11,1973 to 31.7,197B, as uae ^eM.by thf Full Bench
•:-v ; fej V i''"'' V-' si v' y •;

of thia Tribunal in the.case of Plahar Ram 4 Others.

Thi^ order, shalV be complied uith within a period of,;.:

two months from the date of its receipt by the reapondents*

There will be no'ordfr.as to costs.

7, .Let a copy of this order be placied in both t!^
\

case files.

(n.n, Singh) ' ' '
Administrative Member
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(P,K. Kartha)
Vice-Chairman(3udl, )
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