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Date of order: ~6.6.1998 

Shri Eal:.u Sin;Jh, 

Eabu1al .-.;-...:, ,_, 2hri llathi Lal, aged about 33 7ears. 

Hari Singh S/o Shri Moo1 Chand, aged about 30 years. 

Shiv Charan S/o Shri Poop Singh,ag8d about ~9 years. 

Mohan Pal S/c Shri ~ea~ri Lal, ~ged about 33 yesrs. 

Bhagw~n Singt S/o Shri Birji, aged :tbout ~8 years. 

Mahendra ~umar 3/o Shri Soni La!, a~ed about 34 vears. 

12. Gorath Singt S/o shri Sugra Singh, aged stout ~9 
years. 

13. .:;.:.pal Sino;Jh ::.;.:. Sln·i Pa<Jhunath Sin.;~h, ao;~ed :tb·:·ut 34 
years. 

14. Fateh Singh S/o Shri Ramphbol, aged about ~9 7ears. 
15. lh:,bat Sin9h -3/·:. 2.ht·i Famji1a1, a•Jed ab·:·ut 34 ~'ears. 

All the .:tt:·pli·:::mts .:tt·e .~my;.lo:·~Tecl ·=·n the t=":•:=t of D.C. 
Gangman under CTR P.W.I. Fota Division, Kota. 

: Applicants 

Versus 

1. Union of India through General Manager, Western 
Railwa7, Western Pailwsy, ~hurchgate, Bomba7. 

2. St·. Divisional En·;Jineer (1), WeE'ten1 PailH:t~T' r.:.ta 
Divisi•.:.n, KGta. 

3. Pennanent Way 
.I~ C• t a D i v i s i c n , 

Ins~_: .. ~.:t.:·t· ,· · L:d:h·=ri, We:=tet·n 
Latheri, Distt. Bundi • 

Fa i 1 \·lay, 
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4. Permanent Way Inepector, ~ota (CTP), Western Pailw3y, 
Kota Division, Kota. 

Mr. Shiv ~umar, counsel for the applicant 
Mr. Maniah Bhandari, couneel for th~ respondents 

CORAM: 

HON'ELE SHRI PATAU PPA~ASH, JUDICIAL MEMBER 

0 R D E R 
PER I-lOU' BLE SHF:I PATAll PfAfASH I JUDICIAL MEMBER 

The applicant herein Shri Gordhan Singh and 14 oth~rs 

have approached this Tritun9l und~r S~ctian 19 of the 

Administrative Tribunal~ A~t, 1985 to seet a direction 

against the respondents to mate them the pa]ment of TA & DA 

as per rule lE.l-! .:•f I.P.E. c.: .. ]e Val.(II) \oJ.e.f. 21.10.1993 

onwards alongwith interest at martet r3te. 

2. Facta as 32serted ty the 3pplicants are that they are 

pre.sently \·Jorl:in·;J under resr: .. :·ndent n: .. -1, 

D.C. Gangmen. It is the grievance af the a~-pli~ante that they 

are being sent for dut] beyond 8 rms from their Headqu3rters 

~alyanpura etc. and a2 such they are entitled to get TA & DA 

as per rule 161~ of I.P.E. Code Vol.II. The applicants 

Union of India and .:,thers Vs. Union of India and .:·there 

b.:fc>J_-,~ this Tribunal claiming TA & DA as t=·er rules. Thie OA 

.:l:tt.;,d 7 ..:1. lc,c,.:J. ("nn·· "/1) c:l·r~~ th~ - • ... • - - - ~ .... ~~ • w 1 '-':! 1':' 

de.:::i~l·,-_,n ,-_~at.:.• .. ~ 7. 11 .1··_~,._:,....1 '·1·"' .. :=\ 11•=·t l'mrl-m·nt ~ ..._~,. f'l :l - .l - .l "± • ' ,_,_ .. L.J->::. >:: .. er) i_ll•2j' "1 •::?.. 3 

contem1=·t t:·~titi·:·n n: .. 51/95 in the T1..·ibunal. During till:~ 

penden~7 of the contempt proceedings, the resp0nd~nts: 

--- ·~----- -- --··-
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according to the applicants: rele9sed the amount of TA & DA 

Tht: ._::antemt:·t 

disposed of vide order dated 11.9.1995 (Annx.A/~), their 

request t.:. r·~·::·s-ive th"? r.;st .:.f the T.A.:; D.A. amount ·Has 

elated ( Jl.nn:·: .Aj::). 

approached this Tribunal to claim the aforesaid reli"?f. 

3. Reapond.;nta have c~ntested this 9pplicatian ty filing 

a counter. The stand of th0 respondents has been that though 

t t:arlit:r the applicants' Headquarters Has at Latheri, tut noH 

their headquarters ia at rata, wher.; they a~e receiving HPA & 

CCA as per rules far E-~ category of th.; Cit7 of rata. It is 

averred th9t the applicants can te paid anl7 TA as per Para 

1102 of th~ I.R.E.M. Part-I and that Para 1614 of I.P.E. COde 

(Vol.II) is nat ~pplicable in the case of the applicants. It 

applicants 9r.; at rata now and the applicants have nat given 

any d.;tails of their claim and have further failej to submit 

ar:·r:·r.:.r.riately inf.:.nnecl vide J.l.nne:·:m .. -e A/3 dated 9.6.1995. It 

has, therefore, been urg.;d that the ~pplic9tion dee.;rves 

rejection. 

4. I heard the learned counsel far the partiee and have 

e~amined th.; record in great d.;tail. 

5. Ft-om the pl•?adin.;ys .:.f the ar_:.t:,li·::.ant, it is not made 

Lakheri/~ata. They have also failed to giv.; details far each 

---------~~-~-
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of the applicant 3S to when and by whose orders each of them 

have 0 
'-' Cma their 

I-Je~tdquartel·s; i2 at :=tll juatifie.:l. This .::l:lim, thel·ef.:.re, is 

rejected. 

6. For th~ reaaona given :=tbove, this O.A., deserves 

for dutiea beyond a diatance of 3 ems; if they do furnish the 

ne.::essary ·1et:=tils/bi1ls aa t:,er t·ules,'la\v appli•:::able t.:. them. 

7. The O.A. atanda d1aposed 0f accordingly with no order 

a a t C• ':: c, at s . 

Bt~~ 
( P.ATAI:1 PF:AY:ASH) 

JUDICIAL MEMBER 
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