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IN THE CENrRAI.. ADHil'llZ rR.ATIVE TR IBUl~\L, 

JAIPUR BEI•J:H, JA IPLR 

Date of order: 19-9-1996 

CP No. 118/94 (OA No. 704/93) 

•• ~titioner 

Versus 

M.Ravindra and Anr. • • Res po n::le nts 

Mr. Shiv Kumar, co,_msel for the petitioner 

Mr. Manish Bhandari, counsel for the respondents 

CORAM: 

Hon'ble Mr. O.P.Sharn,.a, Administrative Member 

ORDER 

Per Hon• ble M.r. O.P.Sharma, Administrative Member 

In this C,:>ntempt Petition 5hri Narain Hari 

has prayed that contempt of court proceedings may 

be la·~nched against the respon1ents and they may 

' be punished for not complying \oJ ith the directions 

of the Tribunal given in the order passed on 

17-3-1994 in OA ~b. 70-1/93, Narain Ha.r·i Vs. Union 

of India and Ors • 

2. In this case the quest ion w.as regarding 

payment of travelling allowance to the applicant 

for journeys undertaken to a.destination ~yond 

8 Kms. from the He·;~.dquarters • .Paragraphs 4 and 5 

of the onier dated 17-3-94 read as follows: 

. . 
"4. Mr. Kaushik submitted that there is 

no direct route other thCin bas route a~ the 

b:.~s · ro1~te ·is about. ts····Kins·· a.n:i ·.not.less··<th<lti .. ·. ·:>,, 
. . . . . . . . . ·:· .... ·. · .. ·. . ~ .. , ' : . ,: ,· : ·. . . . . 

S I<ms. Mr. ah.:tn:la .. ri,. o~r t·he. clthe·r .hah:f., .• ~ubn.tts 
. . . . . .. ;. . . .. . . . ' . . .· ·.. ; : : . : .. · . . '. '·:~~ •.. ,.. ~ 

that the~ ·~ilw.ay ,ttac}c_.+oute ·:ts·_..ab.Out: 3~· .. · · ... ·:·· ·· 
:. .' '· ... · ... ·. ·.'-: .... . :~·.·.:. . ~.- ~: .·•··~·· .... <; ..... . 
whereas· .Mr.·.· l@!lshik ·subl)):ts·'that the .. r?ilway 

.. ... ·.. . . . ~-~,·,: . . . ~ ~·. : :.: .:.:.::.: ... : . . - . ._. .:~·:.. . 
track 5.s 6~ .~~·~ .Wheite\re:r Is t~e d!staz::t$::~::~·. · '· 

'• . . . ·... .. ... . . . . ; :· .· .~·:·:~· .. ,~ .., .. ~.: ·::' " ,, .. 
... ·.; ~ 

.··· ... ... {i~t}' . 
. , hA -~ .. ~····· .. , .. 

. >b:U~ .. ~ry.~;-e··~·i:~··~.·no dispute .oil. ·t. hi~,·:~~~t ·• tt.Ht: .. ; 
.. ~ . . ...... ~, . :,1 . .,. 

it iS, less· than 8 ~s. -~. 
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s. Nov, only the qu.estion which remains for 

- cons ide ration is ~lhe:ther the employees who ·3re 

working on track can be allowed to claim the 

bus rates on the grotln1 that the trave-l on the 

·track is not safe particularly on the bridge. 

The second contention is that the respondents 

are having a practice of pick and choose and 

they are nQt entitled for the same. In the 

rejeinder, it was submitted that in September,93, 

payment h::ts been· made tQ one Welu. Laxman and 

·he has ~trocluced it at Annexnre-AS. This p•int 

was a mi.:take :inj directions have be_c~n given 

to the Assistant Engineer to explai~ .• Some 

payments have also been made to other persons 
' 

a~ the respon:l.ents admit th~t tl:te mistake has 

been committed in that case. also. There cannot 

be a case of discrimination. If the ~espon:ients 

feel th:lt it is a mistake then t~y should recover 

the amount from the persons_ to.whom it ~as paid. 

In case, the amoupt is not recovered .. t;.hen it 

will amount to discriminating o~ empioyee with 

the: other employee. In that case, the .appli·::ant 

Will ~ entitled ~or the payment of T.A. claimS 

Which are pending." 

3. In the reply file-1 by the respon:l.ents,. they have 

stated that p=tyment errone<;>usly .made to other emplo~7ee's 

has alxeady been recovered. The direction of .. ,the. 

Tribunal was that either payment should be made to 

the ~pplicant a~so and if it is erroneous~y made to 

other employees~ it shot.lld ]?e recovered from them also. 

Therefore, in their own way 1 the respon:J.ents have 
~ . . ~ 
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complied with the direction of the Tribunal. 

No case of contempt iS made out in the Contempt 

Petition. The Contempt Petition is,therefon=, 

d ism is sed. N;.tices issued are d-ischarged 

~ C'Ji)r:l~-- G. I 
(Ratan PraJ<ash) (O.P.Sn~ma) 
~udicial Member Administrative Member 
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