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IN Tr·m t:Et.JTPAL P,DMINIS'If'.~Trvr TF IBTJITAL 1 JAIPTJR BEHCH I JAIPU"R 

Dete .:·f ·=·rder: 7th Auguet 1 2001 

OA No.4.5/200l 

All India I'endriya Vidy3laya Te-a.:-hers Aee·: .. :-J.ation 1 J.::ipur Region 

thr.-:mgh its General Se:-re-t.9ry and .3ecn,tary \Staff Side) Regional 

Joint ConsultotivE· M.-:1.:-hin.;:.ryl rV3 1 ,Jaipur Fegkn .3hri E.K.Pachauri e/o 

Shri Mukut Bihari Lal r/c· 51 Pursharth Nagar 1 ,Jagatpura 1 Jaipur 

l. 

2. 

•• Applicant 

Versus 

r.enclriya Vidyalaya Sangthan thr·:.ugh its Coimdssioner 1 

l81 Jeet Singh Morg1 New Delhi. 

Assistant Comrnis:::i.:,ner I r:e-nddya Viclyalaya Sangthanl 

,Jaipur Pegi.:•n1 E.:1jaj r.Je:gar 1 Jaipur 

• • Respondents 

Mr. Paj~?ndra Vaish1 ccuns€1 for the applicant 

Mr. V .S.Gurjar 1 counsel fc·r the respvndents 

CORAM: 

Hon'bJe Mr. S.f..Agan;al, LTudicial Membe-r 

Hon'ble Mr.A.P.Nagrath1 Administrative Memter 

ORDER 

Per H:.n'bie Mr. A.P.t1a.;rr2th1 Administrative Member 

All Indja I'endriya Vjdyalaya Teachers AssodaUon · has 

filed this appli·::oati.:.n dBllenging letter H: .• F.l9-13/98-I:vs (Audit) 

dated 9.1.:?001 isE1Jec1 by the· Fendriya Vidy.3la}·a Sangthan (I:vs in 

short) Headquarters. Vid€ this letter the Pr in::ir,-61 or all re·ndriya 

Vjdyalayas have been advisecl thot the 'I'J:ansr,.:,rt Allu\-TcJnce is ne-t 

admissible- teo th~ va.:-ati.:,n etaff during vEJ.:-ati.:.n e:·:.::-eroing 30 days. 

Pr;:ryer of the applkant l\ss.:,:iati.:.n is that this letter be ·::JUashed and 

set-aside. 

2. When the m5tter \-.'as tal:en up f(:or .sdrrdssion 1 the learne-d 
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issued by the Lloint D:ire·~t·:·r .:.f Educat:icn o:·f the G.:-Nernment of N.C.T. 

of Delhi and submitted that as per this letter, the Governwent. of 

Indio3 had clarifit?r:l that va·::-at:ie:n :is tr~?ated as duty pETi.:d for the 

teat:'hing staff and t:·n thC~t basis teach:i ng staff is entitled for 

Transport Allowance during va.:atic·n. 'Ihe learned counsel submitted 

that the applit:'ant Aes.:dati.:.n has submitted a re·r:·reeentatjon dated 

23.1.~001 tc. the· c.:.Iflmissi.:.ner, rv;:., lle·\v fH?lhi but there has J:,c.en no \ 

response. His plea was that the resr:v::.ndent s be- di re•:-te-.J to disr:~:,se vf 

the orders issued by the •3c·vernn'ent c.f I~T 0f Delhi. 

3. In view of the submi SE:it:ns made befc,re us, we consider 

H appropriate to dispose of this '~'A at the stage cf admiEsion by 

pae:::ing the ord~·r as under:-

l~ 
(A.P.NAGP.ATH) 
Adln. Membet-

"The applic.3nt Assoc:iati·:>n is directed tc· sutrrdt a fresh 

representaUon to:· resr:·:·ncl~;nt No.1 enclcsing therewith a 

copy of the letter elated 1•;,.5.08 issued by the-

Government of l.J.C.T. of Delhi, within a pe>ric.d of one 

wont h of the date:- of th:i s order. Resr-·:·ndent lJo.l :is 

d:ire•::ted t.:. decide the repreeentati.:•n, s:J received, by 

p3seing a reasoned and speal:ing C•rder and the decision 

so arrived shall be •X•mmuni·::-.:,ted t.:, the applicant 

repres.€-n~ation. In the event the applj cant feels 

aggrieved with the de.:-iek·n so .:·crmunkate·d, the 

appliC'ant is at liber.ty t.:· agitate the n\3tter by filing 

a fresh OA, if so advised. Nc• .:.rcler as t•) ccets~ 

~-L~)---------­
Judl.Member 


