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IN THE CENIRAL ADMINIETKRATIVE TRIEBUKALRE JAIPUF BEICH: JAIPUR,

Ok, N0,216/1297 'Diate of orders 11.3.1998

1., B.L.leen2 3/0 Shri Fam Fatin Merd, 2ged about
39 ye3ars, presently wWorking 3s lLaw Asgistant, -
DRM Office, Western Railway, J2ipur,

2. K.C. Meera /¢ Ehri Hejuram Mzenp2, 3ged ahout .
35 yeirs, presently working a@s Chief Law : o
Assistent, DRM Office, W. Rly, J2ipur,

3. Shri M.K. Rawat, &, Ehri F.S. Rawat, 2ged ahout
35 years, presently working 2g Senior Cler)k, DRM
Office, W, Rly, Jaipur,

s Applicants
Versus

1. Union of Indi& through the Gener2l Minager,
Western Pailwzy, Churchgite, Mumbdi,

™D
.

Divisional Rajilway Manager, Western Pajilway,
Jaipur, ‘

3. Sr, Division?l 2ccounts Officer, DRM Office,
Western Railway, Jaipur,’

4, Shri Vasudeo Sharm@, Adseisrant Divicional
Accounts Officer, Vestern Railway, Jaipur,

5. Shri A.8. Tiwari, Chief Clerk, Bill Section,
DRM Of fice, ¥, Railway, Jaipur,

6. Shri Sajtan Singh PRlawat, Section Officer,

at present Working 3t DAG Office, Mumb@i Central,
. Rly,

¢ Respondents

Mr, Shiv Kumir, counsel for the applicants
Me, K&&. Sharmd, counsel for the rezponients

CORAM3
HON' BLE SHRI RATAN PrRAKASH, MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

ORDER
(PEE. HON®' ELE SHRI RATAN PRAIAEH, MEMBEF. §(JUDICIAL)

S /8hri BeL.Meen2, K.C. Mecenz and M.K. Rawvat hmave
approdched this Tribun:l under Section 19 of the Administra3tive
Tribup2ls Act, 1985, to seek 8 directicn against the
respondents to cilculite the contingent 2llowances

as per the instructicns dited 71.4.1992 (Annx,A-2) 3and to

‘vay this 3llowance w.e.f., July 1996 onwdrds with @ further

2%///fffy§x-tb direct the respondznts to pdy them the
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contingent 3llowances on the h3sis of new r3tes as revised

by the Director of Transport Departmeht in accordance with

Para 1641 of Indiin Railway Est3blishment Code.

“

Z. The recponlents have put in their 3ppedrince and

the le3rned counsel for the responlents st3tes 2t B3r that

" the a@pplic@&nts h3ve been p2id contingent 2llowanze on 4.6,1997

ds per prev@iling ridte for the periocd claimed by the

dpplicantes, which haz teen d33mitted by the le2rned counsel for

the 3pplicante 2lso. Wy >
3. Therezfors, the only dlspute,[renainq in this OA nov

is about the p3yment of future conteingent 3llowince as
per the revised rites issued by the Tr3rnsport Dep2rtnent
of the State., The applicants in the QA have not indicated
3g to what is the revicsed r3te which h@s been fixed by
the Transport Depirtment of the Stite of FRajasth3n, Hznce,
in the absence of the pafticulars the second part of the

relief cl2imed in the OA canmot bte grinted novw,

4, The C.&s stinds disposed of Acenriingly with no order

2s to costs. However, the 3pplicants would ke 3t lirerty to

,:u

ppro3ch the app’ropri?-té anthority to obtdin contingent
allowance 3t the revised rates, if 3ny, fixel hy the Transport
Department of the St2te by filing 3 detailed represertition
within @ pzrind of one month which would M decided by the
responients within @ period of thres months from the daﬁe '

of filing of the representation by the 3pplicants.
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(RATA.N FRAFASH)
JUDICIAL MEMBER




