
IN THE GENTF'-~L /\DHIUIS·rr{:;TIVE '1'RI81Jt'u\L, JAI.I?l.JFt BENCH, 

JAIPUR 

* * * 
CP Ro. 99/1995 (OA t-to.24,J/1993) 

Date t:>f •)rde.r:·: 14-10-1997 

1. Ram Dayal Agantal, Postal Assistant, H0:·:1d P•:>st 

Office, t:rew Grain H:tndi, Kota. 

2. Om Prakash, Postal Assistant, Dadabar i .P•:~st 

Off ice, Kota. 

3 • t1ahav ir Prasad Jain, Off io;:, Ass ist a. nt, Off ice 

of the Seni·:>r S,.tperintendent of Post Offices, 

Kota Division, Kota. 

4. S:itya\F ir Singh,. Posta 1 ."='l.ss ist,r-J.nt, He£1d P·::>st 

Offi~::~, Chif.pa. :aarod P•:>.<:~t Office,. 

5. Rilm S\-I.::trol)p H:;ena, P.::>stal Ass iSt-itnt, He~·-:i I?.::st 

Off ir.:e, Kota. 

6. Smt. Kam13.b<~ i, P..:>stal Ass i~~tant, Head Post 

Office, Kota. 

• • Pet it ione rs 

versus 

1. Gautam Gupta, C':1 ie f Pc,st.mastt:.:.r Genera 1, Raj :'!Sths.n 

Circle, Jaipur. 

• • ResponJ.ent 

1-1r. K.L.Thawani, counse;:l for the f'etiti·:mers 

Z..1r. U .o .sha.rma, CIJill18·~ 1 for the respon:lent 

CORAM: ---
Hon•ble Hr. O.P.Sharrna, Administr,:ttiv.:; !•'T..:::.-Iber 

Hon 'bl•? r··ir-. Rntan .Praka13h, J1.1dici.:'i 1 l•.:errber 

0 R DE R - ...... ---
Per Hc.n'bl~ Nr. O.P.Sharma, A:imin.istr·'Eltive l'Ember 
~-----· ... ·---... -----.-------~-------- ...... ___ ...,. ___ .,. ____________ ,.. __ 

In this Gontemftt Petiticm# peti-ti.:>n..;:rs S/Shri 

de 1 i~~ rate d is olx• di-s nc~ ·'j f the order r.x.ts :.;ed by the 

Tribunal in OA No. 2{1/1993 on 9.8.1994. 
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the rej oirde r filed by the pet it i-.irers and. the add it io:mal 

rej oinde~r filed by thr.:rn~ vie h.:tve ::ilSt) hear-d th·: le·:irned 

coun5el f .. )r the parti-es. 

3. T'he le.:trnt.:d couctsel for the. petiti,:iners argued 

th;J.t the recp,,ndent had cra.de less payrrent t ~ the 

pc:::titioners th::in th.~t ,_.,,a:s .:]11e to th,~m. H~ claim~d 

that the pet it iooo rs are ent it l~d t·.-:. payment ·:>f regular 

of whether they have worked for all th~ YtJ.;:,r}:in'] days 

cal~d t~) fiE.r·forrn dutl'~. He: h3S c.lso str()ngly objected 

to recovert ')f any aru;)ttnt fr·)lli t-vrv of the petitio~ rs 

on the ground that exce::;s p.:..ym~nt has l:>e;en m:1de to 

thea.. He added_ that there \-:J.a..s no direct ion in the 

Tribunal'$ ~;:>rder regaL·din9 rec.•Nery ·jf am•)l.lnt. and, 

therefore, the ·r ribuna 1 shou11 re.strain tht:: respondent 

at. least to eff(:.:ct the recc:Nery. 

4. We have co::msidE?red the matt.er carefully. It 

of p:~y f iY.ed for tht;;, reo_Ji.lh.ir employees. In the OA the 

directions: ~vere reg:t.r'ding p-ayment of .C€!9U::tar monthly 

scale ·:>f pa;l to the pet it ionc!:r:z from the d-S:te of 

were t3.ken on ernploym:nt Oi.'\ ieoJular bas is. In the 

COntempt Fet.itir:tn; 'llle C~tnnot give :::tn::t fresh dire.:::tion 

regardin9 the l=·~r-i·:.-J .tor 1..-Ihir;h p.:tymant should bE;. made 

or h -:kl tht: payment m:dc~ sh~'u1.:1 be -~··1j usted, if there 

ha::. lJ.?en .;1ny exci!SS payrnent rrad!: .:..ccor1ing t•:> the 

resp·:>n.Jent .. If the pet it ion~ rs have any 9rievance 

\1 ith regard t .:;, the act 11a 1 <3-rrt•~unt;:s paid, the rerredy 

cw. 
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open to them is to file: fresh .3.ppli.cation or 

applications. 

5. With the:se observations, t.h-2: C•:>ntempt 

~-­

(Rat an~~ 
J 1.1d ic ia 1 r~J:: rribe r 


