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* CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, ALLAHABAD . 

CIRCUl:r BENCH AT BJCKNOW,

Registrati®®, T»A. N@„l ®f 1989 (L)

Uni®B ©f ladia & Otfesrs ..............Applicists

V a i ' s u s

! !

Maiaa M®han Lai J a i a ........  Opp©sit© Party.

H©n.Justice Kamleshwar Natk/ V.C. 

H©r . K. Qbavva. Mambar (A) ....

!

^By H©h .Justice K.Nath, V.C.)

This is a r®visi®B uadsr Sacti® 25 ©f 

th® Small Cause C@urts Act agaiast a d®cr©s ©f Rs«96-20 

awari©d toy the Juig® Small Caus© C@urts, Meerut ia

a Small Caus® Suit N®, 105 ©f 1980 t® th« ®pp®̂&i-fea-̂^

/
party against, the iapplicaats. It is baf»re this 

Tribunal f®r iisp®;sal uaier Secti® 29 ®f th© 

Aimiaistrativ® Tribunals Act, 1985.

2 . Th® ®pp®site party was w®rkiag as a S®cti®fi

Officer in th@ servic® @f lii® applicants at Patea wheR 

he avails# I®av® Travel C©Kcessi©ri fr«?m Khurja to 

Srawaa B'Slg^la (Karnataka) ia tte y®ar 1977. H© 

submitt®^ a bill ©f Rs.739-80 aai. aijust®# a sum 

@f Rs.500/- receive# by him by way ©f saivaac®. Th® 

applicanis h©vrav©r d^ducts^ a sum ©f Rs, 376-30 fr©m 

the bill ani als® mad® a recovery ®f Rs. 136-50 ±m 

view @f ths aavaacs takes by ths ®pp@sit@ party.

Th® ®pp©site party’ s case was that b©th 

dsductien fr©m th® - bill aB,d recovery fr®m the salary 

wera ®rr@He©us ani that he was ®atitlei. t® , receive

it
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a sum «f Rs. 418-30 tte Lsave Travel C©Bcsssi®n 

iacludimg another T,A, claim ©f Rs, 42/-.

4. Tb@ applicants c®Bt©st®ii the claim ®e tw©

gr©uads %■ Firstly, they urg«€ thit th® ®pp©sita party 

was pested at Patna wh®a he availed ©f the Lsave Travel 

C©jac®ssi©ii aBd theraf©re the Maerut C©urt had a® 

jurisiictisi . The secoBi p®iEst urg©i. is that th©

«pp®site party hai travell@€ by a l®ager r©ut® than 

was admissible t® him unier the L, T.C. Ruls s.

5* Th® Isarisied Judge, Small Cause C©urts feuM

that paymsat ©f tl« L.T .C. claim aiad ieducti®ns fr©m 

his salary were made by th© applicants at Meerut when 

ha was posted there asii th®r@f®re the Meerut C®urt had 

furisdicti@n. It was a Is® f©URd that the ®pp®s'ite parf' 

hai travelled by a l©nger r®uts but the excess fare or 

acc®unt ©f ths l©Hger jsuraey was ©nly Rs»12.75. It is 

aimittad that duriag thss peadsncy @f the Suit paymeots 

wera maie t® tha ®pp®site party from time t@ tims tstall^ | 

Rs. 309-35. The Judge Small Caus® C@urt® theref©r®  ̂

after aHjusting ths difference, ©f excess far© @n account 

®f l©ager route ®f travel^ feu nd the ©ppssit® party t® be 

entitled t© a sum ©f Rs. 96-20. Th® C®urt^theref®re^ 

decreed the Suit f®r that *m@uat with cests.

6p Dr. Dinesh Chandra is present ®a b®half ©f

the applicants. Shri Madaia H©han Lai Jaim# ©ppesite 

party is present in pers©n. This is a very sh®rt peiat 

aBd thsrsf©re we hav® tha matter ® the mar its ®f the cass,

7. The learaad ceuHsel f®r the applicants has

r®it«rated the points urged by tha applicants b®f©re the 

Judge S M il  Cause Courts. We cf the opinloU, thsf
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siace dcs^ucti©Bs fr®m the Xj.T -C, Bill as well as 

rec©very far allsgei excass advance had bs<BH maie at 

Meerut whsrs the ©pposite party was p®st®d at that 

time, the Courts; at Meerut hai jurisdicti® in the ' 

case.

8. . 3© far as th® am®aat payable t© the ©ppssite

party in th® light @f the diffsreace in far® on acc.®UHt 

®f j©ura®y by a l©ngsr r®ute is cenceraei, ths finding 

©f the Judge Small Cause Courts is a fiM iag  ®f fact 

a M  is E©t sh®wn t© b® ©rr®ne©us. W® find the re fere 

that the decree awarded by the Trial Csurt was correct.

9« The rsvisi®n is fiismissei with c©sts which

w® assess at Rs.SOO/-.

Member (Av Vies Chairman

Dated the 1st January, 1990.
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