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{Reserved) 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
ALLAHABAD BENCH, ALLAHABAD 

contempt Petition No. 6 of 1998 
( Arising out of 0. A. No. 13 7 2/ 9 2) 

Allahabad, this the ~ th day of --:-~~-M_;;;,....;;;:;;; __ 

CORAM : Hon'blc Mr. S.K.Agrawal, M~mber (J) 
Hon'ble Mr. G.Ramakrishnan, Member(A) 

Shree Ram, s/o~ Ram Dhani, 
r/o. Village & Post Hussaingenj, 
District - Fatehpur. 

• 

1~99. 

• •••• Petitioner 

(By Shri Rakesh Verma, Advocate) 

Versus 

1. Shri J.K.Goyal, Commissioner of 
Income Tax (Field Pay Unit), 
Allahabad. 

2. Shri Bharat, Income Tax Officer, 
Fatehpur. 

(By Shri Amit Sthalekar, Advocate) 

ORDE.B 

(By Hon'ble Mr. S.K.Agrawal, Member(J) ) 

• •••.• contemners. 

This is an application under Sec~ion 17 of 

Administrative Tribuna l Act, 1985 arising out cf the 

order passed in Original Application No.1372 of 1992 

on 29-5-1997. 

2. This Tribunal vide order dated 29-5-97 iaauad 

directions as below :-

•In view of the above, we diapoaa of this 
application with the direction to the 
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~ ~ ~~ a= ) lw ~ha ap~~cant at the rate of 

:.r;_ - -" scale ~~ tt) usual allowances but without 

---

~ ~-~?;-= applicaole to regular employees of 

-:= -= .: • .-.e . f. 16_,10-1991. Benefit of corres-

- :car-ness 
-- -- - -- n:.?- neY' - ;:_ _,~..:;.. - _ _..... = - ... ::...&. 

allowance and A.O.A. shall also 
wi t h other benefits which are 

::-:- :;: c1 tne employees of the same category. n 

-_ .. ~ ~ -=.::=e.O by t he applicant that the judgem a1t 

~ ~--; -~---~ acted 29-5-1997 was not complied with 

• 

~ ~IE ~-::~ ==r~emners with a view to harass the appli-

:;3"""';;. --.:=-="=== 2 ~ayer has been made to punish the · 

-

.. _ ~-- =a:...;a ~as filed by the al.laged contemners. 

- --- -- :~=~ .: - -=.n : i:ounter that the directions of this 

-~~~- -=·= =:=• ful~y complied with. It is also sub-

·--~~~~ ~-~ -~s T=ibun al granted the time till 31-3-1996 

order/direction issued in 

No. 1372/92 on 2.9-5-1997. At the 

~he Counter that if tnis Hon 1 ble 

- - ~a-.:. .: ¥E5 to tne conclus~ on that the opposite party 

c cisoteysd or flouted the orders of this 

~~. ~~ =~pcsite parties oft.er unconditional apology 

a1rc. cr-~£ :.:. ~ice t.he directions of this Tribunal. 

-=· - - --- .......... -... _,__ .....,.,... e ... as bean filed stating that the directions 

~ ~~ ~~~~al in order dated 29-5-97 have not been 

£.. u.: ~e !.earned 1 aJyer for the parties and a leo 

cia record. 
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7. oi aobedi anca of Court 1 s order con sti tu te 
• 

co nt amp t on 1 y tJh en i t i s wi 1 f u 1 or deli berate • I t 

is the duty of the applicant to prove that the 

action of the alleged contemners to disobey the order 

of this Tribunal was intentional. If this is not 

proved, then it can be said that applicant failed to 

establish the contempt against the alleged contemners. 

Merely that the alleged contemners did not comply with 

the orders of this Tribunal in time is not sufficient 

unle ss it is proved that the delay intentional or 

deliberate. 
• 

a. In the instant case no tJilful/deliberate dis-

obedience of this Tribunal's order/direction coula be 

established against the alleged contemners • 

9. We, therefore, dismiss this Contempt Petition 

and notices issued against the alleged contemners are 

discharged • 
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PIEMBE R (A) MEPIS ER(J) 

/ satya/ 
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