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Central Administrative Tribunal 
Jaipur Bench, 

Jaipur, this the 181h Marth, 2010 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. M.L.CHAUHAN, JUDICIAL MEMBER 

1. OA No. 27 /2010 with MA No. 72/2010 

Kamal Kumar Soni S/o Shri Prabhu Dayal aged about 34 years. r/o 
Plot No.621, Devi Nagar, N.S.Road-Sodala, Jaipur. pr.esently working 
as Computer Operator. Group D Casual .Labour, in the office of the 
Director of Income Tax H.Q. (Investigation) N.C.R. Building, Statue 
Circle Jaipur. 

Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

- Versus -

1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India 
Ministry of Finance. Department of Revenue. New Delhi. 

2. Director General of Income Tax (Investigation), N.C:R: 
Building, Statue Circle; Jaipur. 

3... Director of Income Tax, Investigation, N.C.R.Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. 

' 
......... Respondents 

(By Aavocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

2. OA No.28/2010 with MA No. 71/2010 

' ' ' ' 
Mahesh Nalawat S/o Shri. Ram Dayal aged about· 34 years. r /o Plot 
No.236, Gopalpura by pass: Jaipur, presently working as Peon­
Group D Casual Labour, in the office of the Director of Income Tax 

'' . ' .. \ . 
(Investigation) N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle Jaipur. r · 

Applic~nt 

. (By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

Versus -



)_ 

l i Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

. 2. Director General of Income Tax (Investigation), N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circle. Jaipur. 

3. Director of Income Tax, Investigation, N.C.R.Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. · 

......... Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

3. OA No.29 /2010 

Rameshwar Prasad Sharma S/o Kalyan Prasad Sharma. aged about 
23 years, r /o Village and Post Ratlya The Sanganer, presently 
working as Computer Operator,· Group D Casual Labo.ur, in th~. 
office of the Income Tax Office H.Q.(lnvestigation) N.C.R. Building:, 
Statue Circle Jaipur. .. 

Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

Versus - : 
1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, Department bf Revenue, New Delhi.) 

~·2. Director General of Income Tax (Investigation), N.C.R. 
· Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

. . - . . 

3. Director of Income Tax, Investigation, N.C.R.Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. : :. : : . · ,: . · · . ' : 

' · ' ......... Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri .R. B. Mathur & Shri Amit .Mathur) 
·' 

' ' ,·' ' 

4. OA No.31/2010 with MANo.70/2010 
,. I • I' 

, r ' , 

Om Prokos S/o Lallu Ram aged ab~ut 35 years, r/o A-31 Sen Colony 
,Kabir Marg, Power House Road, Jaipur, presently working as Peon­
Group D, in the office. of the. Dir.ector of Income Tax (C.1.~.) N.C.R. 

' • ' ' • • 1 ' 

Building, Statue Circle. Jaipur. · 

........... · .. Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P. N. Jatti) 

Lt&_; . . . 
· Versus -

·,. 



1. · Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

·2. Director General of Income Tax (Investigation). N.C.·R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. .! 

3. Director of Income Tax, C.l.B. (Central Information Branch). 
N.C.R.Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

.. ....... Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R. B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

5. OA No. 32/2010 with.MA No. 74/2010 

. ' 

Amit Sharma S/o .Ramswaroop Sharma, aged about 28 years. r/o 
14/81, Shipra Path Mansarowar, Jaipur, presently working as 
Computer Operate~ Group D Casual Labour, in the office of the 
Deputy Director· of Income Tax (Investigation) N.C.R. Building, 
Statue Circle Jaipur. 

(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

- .Versus -

Applicant 
1 ., . 

1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

2. Director General of Income Tax (Investigation). N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Cir~le, Jaipur. .

1

: · 

• I 1 j • ' 

3. Director of ln~-o.me Tax, ,lnv~$tigatroh, ,N.C.R.Building, Staf.ue. 
Circle, Jaipur.. · · ' · · · ·, 

. I. 
; .... : .. .'. Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur:& Shri Amit Mathur) 

6. OA No.33/2010 

Tulsi Ram S/o Pa.ras .Ram aged about 38 years, r/o Chowki Hajuri 
Topkhana, H.No. ?3~.o Ghat Gate Jaipur, presently working as Peon­
Group D Casual Labour, in· the .office of the Assistant Commissioner 
o~ Income Tax (C.l.B.) N.C.R. Byilding, Statue Cir.cle Jaipur. · 

Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri ·P.N. Jatti) 
~ ... 

- Versus -

.' .. 



1 . 

. . 

1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue,. New. Delhi. 

2. Director General of Income Tax (Investigation), N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur> 

3. Director .of Income Tax, C.l.B.(Central Information .Bronc h). 
N.C.R.Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. · ' 

......... Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

7. OA No.34/2010 with MA No.75/2010 
. r 

Chiranjeev Thapa_ S/o Shri B. Chondra Thapa,' aged about 33 years, · 
r/o A-7, Shyam Nagar- Sodala, Jaipur, presently working as Peon-

·, - . 
Group D Casual Labour, in the office of the Commissioner Income 
Tax (Central Appeal). N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle Jaipur. 

,, • 'i '.· ······+··"' Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P, . .N'; Jatti) 

Versus -
I 

1. Union of lndi~, through the·Secrefary·to the Govt,. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. ·i 

. 2. Director Ge~eral of Income Tpx (Investigation), N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circl~, Jaipur. 

3. Director of ln·~~·me Tax, (l·n~e~tigatlon), N.C.R.Building: St~tue'. · 
Circle, Jaipur. : ·~ 

......... Respondents 

(By A,dvocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 
~ . ' I. 

8. OA No.35/2010 with MA No.76/2010 

Sanjay Sharma S/o Shrj Shankar ;Lal Sharma, aged qbout 31 years, 
r/o Krishna Colony Mrija Road, House Nq. 10, Chornu .. presently 
working as Peon- Group D· Cqsuql Loboµr.,· in the: office of the 
Director of Income Tax · (Inv.) i HQ, N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle 
Jaipur. ' 

, : I'.: . l . 

Applicant 

~Advocate: Shri P. N. Jatti) 

Versus -

j· ,' l 

. ' 



-t -

-~ 

("" 
.! ':{ ~ . . . 

1. Union of India. through the Secretary to the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

2. Director General of Income Tax (Investigation). N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. · · 

.j 

3. Director of Income T.ax, (lnvestigtion), N.C.R.Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. 

. ........ Respondents 

(By Advc:icate:Shri R.B. Mathur..& Shri Amit Mathur) 

9. OA No.36/2010 with MA No.77 /2010 

I . 
Bhtmu Prakash Sen S/o. Ramesh Kumar Sen, aged .about 24 years, 
r/o 181, Arjun Nagar, Durgapura, Jaipur, presently working as 
Computor Operator Group .D. in the office of the Director of Income 
Tax (Investigation) H,Q. N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle Jaipur. 

. . Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

Versus -

I 

1. Union of India, throu.gh the Secretary to the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

2. · Director General of Income Tax (Investigation). N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circl.e. Jaipur. 

3. Director of lnc.ome Tax, (lnvJstigation), N.C.R.Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. . '. , · . ' · 

' ! . . 
...... ~ .. Respondents 

.. . .. 
(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) · i '' 

10. OA No.37 /2010 with MA No.78/2010 

Suresh Chand SE?ni .S/o Buddha Ram Sen.i aged about 30 years. r/o 
C-17 Maruti Colony, Dausa, Jaipur .. presently working! as Peon­
Group D Casual Labour: in .the office of the Additional Commissioner . ' ' . . 
lr:icome Tax. {Central ;Circ!e.). N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle Jaipur. 

. ' 
! 

, .. ......... ,.~. Applicant , 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

~ 
Versus -



' ; 

1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Reve·nue, New Delhi. 

2. Director General of Income Tax(lnvestigation). N.C.R. 13uilding. 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. : · 

3. Director of Income Tax, (lnvestiga'tion) N.C.R.Building. Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. 

......... Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

11. OANo.38/2010with MA·No.79/2010 

~arendra Kumar ·s~ini S/o Pra_meshwar :Prasad Saini aged about 39 
years, r/o P.No. B-156, Keshav Path. Nehru Nagar, Jhotwara Road 
Jaipur, presently working as Group.D Casual Labour, in the office of 

·the Deputy Direct~r General Income Tax {Investigation-II). N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P. N. Jatti) 

- Versus -

' I ' ~ 1 

1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

I 
2. Director General of Income Tax (Investigation), N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Cir~le=, Jaipur. 

l I 

I 

3. Director of Income Tax, (lnyestigation), N.C.R.Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. i ' . ' 

· ......... Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.-B. Mat~ur & Shri Amit Math'l.fr) · 

12. OA No.39/2010 

Balveer Singh S/o Sugad Singh ag,ed about 28 years, r/o Agra Road. 
·Purani Chungi, Vardhman Nagar Jaipur, presently working on the 
post of Peon-· Cum. Driver Group D, in the office of: the Director 
General , fncome Tax (lnvesti~ation) ' 1 

Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

- Versus·_ . . .. 
1. Union of India, ·thr,ough the Secretary fo 'the Govt. of Indio, 
Ministry ofFinance; Department of .Revenue, New Delhi. 
~ • ' :·: '!. 



· 2. Director General of Income Tax (Investigation). N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

3. Director of fncome Tax, (lnvestigatio.n), N.C.R.Building. Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. 

......... Respondents 
·1 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

13. OA No.40/2010 with MA No.80/2010 

Mohd. Hanif S/o Janab Abdul Rehman·aged about 24years, r/o P.1.-
114, Jalupura-M.D.Road, Jaipur, presently working as Peon- Group 
D Casual Labour,. in the office of the Commissioner Income Tax 
(Central Appeal) N.C.R. Building, II Floor, Statue Circle Jaipur. 

............. Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N . .Jatti) 

- Versus -
1. Union of India. through the Secretary to the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. · 

2. Director General of Income Tax (Investigation). N.C.R._ 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. · 

: ! ; 

3. Director of Income Tax, (Investigation), N.C.R.Bui!ding, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. 

. ' . ........ Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 
.. 

14. QA No.41/2010.with MA No.81/2010 

Bhupendra Kumar s/o ~hri Han.uman Sahai Mahawar, aged 25 
years, r/o H.No.2750, Chowki Hajuri Topkhana, Kothi Koliyan, 
Patel bhawan, Jaipur. presently. working as Computer Operator 
Group D Casual Labour; in the office of the Commissioner Income 
Tax. (Central Circle) N.C.R. Building, II Floor, Statue Circle_ Jaipur. 

" ; 1· f .... pp :can.· 
(By Advocate: Shri P .N. Jatti) · 

-- Versus -
1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue. New Deihl. 

~ 



·' 

2. Director General of Income Tax (Investigation), N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipu'r. 

·3. Director of Income Tax, (Investigation), N.C.R.Buildin·g, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. - - · ' · , 

·I 
......... Respondents 

·(By Advocafe:Shri R. B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

15. OA No.42/2010 

Mahendra S/o Kanhiya Lal, aged about .27 years, r/o Barodia Basti, 
Behind Railway Dharamshala, Jaipur, presently working as Sweeper 
Group D Casual Labour, in- the ·office of the Director Income Tax 

' • '. r ' ' 

(Central Information Branch),N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle Jaipur. . 

............. Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti~ 

Versus -
1. Union of India, thr-ough the S~cretary to the Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finan.ce, Department of Reve~ue, New Delhi. ./ 

2. Diredor General qf Income Tax (Investigation), N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

. ! .. I : . . . I 

3. Director of lnco.m_e.Tax, (lnvestigatio_n), N.C.R.BuHding, Stc;:it~e 
Circle, Jaipur. · ' • • · · ; 

l 

........ ~ Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R. B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 
: ! . 

16. OA No.43/2010 with MA No.82/2010 

. " 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

- Versus -

. .. ' . ~ . 

Appli.~arit -: 

1. Union of India, through the Secret~fry to the Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finance, _Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

2. Director General. of. Income ·Tax •(Investigation), N.C.R. 

~:lding, Statue C:ircle, Jaipu.r. .,: " 

_, -1 . !". 

-~ 
'' 

,. ~-· 



:~ 

3. Director of Income Tax, Investigation, N.C.R.Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. 

......... Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

17. OA No.44/2010 wi_th MA No.83/2010 

'Prahlad Kumar S/o Rat~n Lal aged about 28 years. r/o Rly. Loco 
Colony, presently working as Peon- Group D Casual Labour, in the 
office of the Chief Commissioner Income Tax (Central) N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circle Jaipur. 

Applicant: 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

-- Versus -
l. Union of 1.ndia, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

2. Director General of Income Tax (Investigation). N.C.R. 
Buil~ing, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

.. 
3. Director o·f Income Tax, lnv~tigatio"i, N.C.R.Building, Statue. 
Circle, Jaipur. . : · 

......... Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

18. OA No.45/2010 

Narendra Verma S/o Late Shri Prqtap Narain· aged. a.bout 23 years, 
r/o 328, Kamla Nehru Nagar, Hasanpura~C. presently working as 
Computer Operator, Group D Casual Labour, in the office of the 
Income Tax Officer B.anking,.Cash. Transaction~Tax (B.C.T.T.) N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circle Jaipur. · · · 

Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

Versus -
l. Union of India. through th~ Secretary to the Govt. :of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Depart~ent of

1 

Revenue, New Delhi. . · 

2. Director General of Income Tax(lnvestigation), N.C.R. Building.· 

IJ;alue Circle, Jaipur., ' , . : 

1 

.. I 



I . 

I 

:Jo 

3. Director of Income Tax, Investigation, N.C.R.Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. 

......... Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

19. OA No.46/2010 with MA No.84/2010 

Prakash Kumar S/o Shri Rotan lal, ag~d about 27 years. r/o Rly. 
Colony Qutr. No.136 Behind Rly. Station, presently working as 
Sweeper, in the office of the Drawing Disbursing Officer (Central) 
N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle Jaipur. 

Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

,. ' 

- Versus -

' 
1. Union of lnc;Ha. through the:Secre,tary to the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance. Department of ·Revef1ue, New Delhi. . 

2. Director General cit ln~om~ 1~x(lnvestigation): N.C.R. Building. 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

' "!I 

. . ' 

3. Director of lnc~r:n~ Tax, lnve~tigqtior\ r'rc.R.Building, Statue .. 
Circle, Jaipur. , · . · · . . : . 

' ......... Respondents 

' . . . , I 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B .. fV\9thur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

' ••• f • 

20. OA No.47 /2010 with MA. No~85/2010 · 

• ; I •:. • ' ' . :· • ' ' ' ~ " • 

Dalip Singh· Nathp~.at .S/o ·Hori Sirrnh. Nathawat aged about 32 
year~, r/o D-8 Ma~.esh ·Nager, Jaip'ur, presently working as Peon­
Group D Casual Lqpour .• in the: pffice of the Dire,cto_r of lnc;:~m~ Tax 
(Investigation) H.Q,.N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle Jaipur. 

:' . . ' . . 

l: .. ............ Applicant.. 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

I .l ' ' 

.. , ... ·: 
- Versus - . 

1. Union of India, through the.Se.cretary to the ·Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, 'ciep.artment ~t'Revenue. New Delhi. 

2. Director Gener.qlof lnc:om~ Tax(lnv,estigation). N.C.R. Building. 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. · · · : 

. . . . ;· . , I . l·. • , ' . . ,·. , .. 

3.. Dir~ctor of l,h<;:OJ"Tle Tpx'. lnv~stigation:, ~ .. c .. _R.Build.in~. Statuf · 
L.Crrcle, Jaipur.· ..... · .... ·:· . ;,;.

1 
: :·:. : ...... ••• 

't(; :· 1 
• · · ~ .• :.~.~:··Respondents 

1 

1· 

.... 
~ 



1L 

•, ' 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. M'athur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

21. OA No.48 2010 

Shimbhu Singh S/o Shri Bhanwar Singh aged about 27 years, r/o B-
11s·. J.P. Colony, Noya Khera, Ambabari, Jaipur, presently working 
as Peon- Group D Casual Labour, in the office of the Cor;nmissioner 
Income Tax (Central) N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle JaipGr . 

............. Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

- Versus -
1. Union of India, through the Secretary t.o the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

. . 
2. Director General of Income Tax(lnvestigation), N.C.R. Building, 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

3. Director of Income Tax, Investigation, N:C.R.Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. · 

·' ......... Respondents 

(By·Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

22. OA No.49/2010 with MA No.86 /2010 

· Arjun Lal Meena S/o Laxminarain Meena aged about 31 years, r/o 
Shyampura post Mohanpura, Bassi, Jaipur,, presently ·working as 
Peon- Group D Casual Labour, in the office of the Assistant 
Commissioner of lncom:e Ta~ (Central) N.C.R. Builqing, .Statue Circl.e 
Jaipur. 

. ..... ; ........ Applicant 
(~y Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

- ·Versus -
1. Union of India, through; the .Secretary to the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

'·I .. . . !' • I 

2. Director General of Inca.me Tax(lnvestigation), N.C.R. Building, 
Statue Circle, Jaipur., , , 

'' 

3. Director of lnc~me Tax, Investigation, N_.CR.Buildihg, Statu.e 
Circle, Jaipur. 

· ........ ~ Respondents 

~y Advocate:Shri R.B. M~thur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

. ;I 



23. OA No.50/2010 with MA No.87 /2010 
.j 

· Moti Singh S/o Shri Dudh Singh, aged about 36 years, r /o Jciwahr 
Nagar, Kac.c.hi Basti Tila,. Jaipur; presently working as Peon- Group D 
Casual Labour, in the office of the Commissioner Income Tax 
(Central Appeal) N.C.R. Building-II, Statue Circle Jaipur. 

' ............. Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

Versus -
1." Union of lndiO, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenu,e, New Delhi. 

2. Director General of, lncorpe Tax(lnv~stigation), N.C.R. Building. 
Statue Circle, Jaip.ur. ' 

3. . Director of Income Tax, Investigation, N.C.R.Building,' Statu~ 
' . I . . 

Circle, Jaipur. . . '. · : "· ; .. · . : 
' ·:······· Respondents 

(By Advocqte:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

24. OA No.51/2010 with MA No.88/2010 

Pratap Singh Raja.wot S/o Shri° Koilash Chandra Rajawat ... aged 
about 28 years, r /o 28, Bheru , . Na gar, · Hatwara , Road, Jaipur. 
presently working as Computer Operator. Group D Casual Labour, in 
the office of the Commissioner o~·:!ncomeJax. (Ce.ntral) . N.~;-R. 
Building, Statue Circle Jaipur. 

I 
.. I 

I '. 

I . . 
•I'. i ! 

(By Advocate: Shri P.N. ;J·atti) 
:· , .: ............ .- Applicant· 

I 

Versus -
1. Union of lndiq, through the.Secretary to the Govt. of India. 
Ministry of Finance, 'oep~rtment of 

1

Revenye, New Delhi. , 

': .. '.: ... : i" ': :.· . . " ' . . .i 
2. Director General of Income Tax(lnvestigation). N.C.R. Buil·ding, 
~tatue Circl_e, Jaipur. . r . , . 

' • ' '. ' ~ : " r ~ ' • • ' ' ' ' • :: ; • j 

3. Director of l_ncbm~. I:ax, .1,nve~ngati<??· ~ .. c.R.Bu!Jding, ~.tc;iru~ 
Circle, Jaipur. · · · · 1 

·: • ·: • • .. : • .. • , • 

. · · · · : ..... : .. : Respondents· · 
' .. ; :: / 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & .Shri Amit Mathur) 
' I : • ·• ,·_ 

25'~ OA No.52/20 l 0 with MA No.89/2010 

~ . \ "-;'" 

·1 

'·· •:' 

,! . 

-



Ramphool Meena :~;o Shri Birdie hand Meena aged about 32 years, 
r/o., Mohanpura Bassi, Jaipur, presently' working as Peon- Group D 
Casual Labour, in the office of the Deputy Commissioner Income 
Tax (Central) N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle.Jaipur. 

Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

Versus -
1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govf. :of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 1 

2. Director General of Income Tax(lnvestigation), N.C.R. Building .. 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. , 

3. Director of Income Tax. lnve~tigation, N.C.R.Building, Statu~ 
Circle, Jaipur. · 

I 

...... : .. Respondents 

(By_ Advocate:Shri R.'B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 
·, 

26. OA N o.53/2010 with MA No. 90/20 l 0 

" 
Naresh Kumar Gehfqt S/o Shri Babu Lal Gehlot aged about 32 years, 
r/o A-4, Tata Nagar Sast.ri Nagar, .. Jaipur, presently working as Peon­
Group D Casual Labour.' in the office of the Deputy Commissioner 
Income Tax (Investigation) N.C.R. Building, Statue. Circle Jaipur. 

, 
; 

............. Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P ,N. Jatti) 

Versus -
1. Union of lridia, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finance; Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

2. Director General of lncom~ Tax(lnvestigation), N.C.R. Building, 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

3. · Director of In.come Tax 1 ln~~st(gatio'.n,· N.C.R.Build.ing, Stat~e·. 
Circle, Jaipur. . ' . 

;,- ' 
......... Respondents 

:· l ': 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

27. OA No.54/2010 with MA No.91/2010 lttv •'" ... 1:". 

- 1.: 
' 

. . ~ 
i 

I .. 

. I , :. 



' . 

1.4 

Jitendra Kumar Sharma, S/o.Shri Shiv Kuniar Sharma, ag~d about 24 
years, r/o B-7 , Krishna Vihar Meena Wala) Sirsi Road. presently 
working as Computer Operator'Group D Casual Labour. in the office 
~f the Deputy Director (lnvestigation)-111 N.C.R. Building, Statue 
Circle Jaipur. ' 

............. Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

Versus -
1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India, 
Mihistry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

2. Director General of Income Tax(lnvestigation), N.C.R. Building, 1 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. . 

3. Director of Income Ta?<, lnvestigatio~. N.C.R.Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. . . _ ' 

......... Respondents 
. I 

·i 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

28. OA No.55/2010 with MA No. 92/2010 

-
Ram Kishore Meena.S/o Girdhri Lal Meena,qged about 23 years, r/o 
Village l<ushalpura, .'presently wprking a:S Peon- Group D Cas'ual 
Labour, in the office of the Deputy Director of Income Tax 
(Investigation) HQ, N.C.R. Buildirig,..Statue Cfrcle)aipur .. 

............. Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N;· Jatti) ! : 

Versus -
1. Union of India, through the Secreta'ry to th'e Govt. of ·India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Reven~e, New Delhi. 

2. Director G~neral of lnc.ome Tax(lnvestigation), N.C.~. Building', 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. ' · .: 

• ; . . i . . 1' • • . • . "I ... 

3. Director of lncom·e Tax; Investigation, N.C.R.Building, Statue · 
Circle, Jaipur. . ' : ' . . . . . . .· . . 

. . . . . · ······:·.· Respo·ndents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

29. OA No.56/2010. . . •·! ,, 
· • • ~ ' •I - I ' ' ' •• 'I 

Rajesh Gujrati S/o Shri Bhan~ar ial. Gujr~.t(aged about 22 years, do 
H.No. 128 A, Yagya Shala Ki Bawari, ·Purani' Basti. Jaipur, presently 

lfc; '. ' . . ": ; . ' ' : . : ' 
,i. 

'' ' "· . :; 



.. ; 
. ' . ·, 

working as Sweeper Group D ¢asuql Labour, in the office of the 
Director of Income Tax (Investigation) N.C.R. Building. Statue Circle 
Jaipur. ·' 

Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

- Versus -
1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

2. Director Gen·eral of Income Tax(lnvestigation), N.C.R. Building, 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. . 

3. Director of lncom~ Tax,lnve.st,igation, N.C.R_.Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. · ' · ' · · 

......... Respondents· 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri.Amit Mathur) 

30. OA No.57/2010 with MA No.93/2010 

' . . ~· . 
.Laxminarain Meena S/o Late .Shri Mphan Dev Meena ,aged about 30 
years, r/o Nahari Ka Naka , Jaipur, presently war.king as Peon­
Group D Casual Labour, in the office of the Deputy Commissioner 
Income Tax (Central Circle-II.) JaiRur . 

. , ' 
.............. Applicant 

(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

- Versus -
1. Linion of India-, through the Secretary to th'e Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. '. . . . 

2. Director Generol.of lnc;orne Tax(lnvestigation). N.C.R. Building. 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

. ~ I ~ . ' . . ' • • 1 
• 1 ' • • • • • • • • . • • • -, : •• 

Director of Income Tax, lnvestigation.:N:C.R.Building, Statue· 3. 
' . '.. . .. . .. . . "' 

Circle, Jaipur. - . 
......... Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

31. OA No.58/2010 with MA No.94/2010 

Satish Kumar Naga·~·~/o Suresh Kiumar Nag~r aged about 28yeors, 
r/q 173, Chhipaon Ka Mohalla, V.P.P. Kala Dera, presently working 
as Computer Operator Group D Casual Labour, in the office of ·the 

A~ . . . . 
14tl J . '. v 1.:. ' 



/ 

. :\ ,.. . 
. J.I:) 

t • 

Deputy Director Income Tax (ln~estigatibn-11) N.C.R. Bu lding,· 
Statue Circle Jaipur .. 

Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N~ Jatti) 

- Versus -
1. Union of .India, through the· Secretary to the Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

2. . Director General of Income ·Tax(lnvestigation), N.C.R. Building, 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

3. Director of Income Tax, Investigation, N.C.R.Building, Statue • 
Circle, Jaipur. 

. . ........ Respondents 

' 
(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit'Mathur) ' ! 

32. OA No.59/2010 with l./\A No.95/2010 
,,, 

Radhey Shyam Meena S/o Late Shr( Na nu R,alT) Meena,· aged about 
30 years, r/o A-383, Bai ji Ki KothL J~alana, Doorigri-Jaipur, presently 
working as Peon~ Group o' Casual· Labour; in the office of the 
Dispersing and Tax .Recovery .. Office,. Co.r:nmis~joner lnco~e lax 
(Central Circle) N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle Jaipur. 

·····'··· ....... Applic,c;mt. 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatfi) 

- Versus -
1. Union of India, .through the Secretary to the Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

' ., ~ ! . ' I 

2. . Director General of Income T·ax(lnvestigation), N.C.R: Building, 
Statue' Circle, Jaip:~.ir .... , . : , . . 

. , ' ., . ; . ~ . ' • I ,. , . . . ·r ~'. • : -~ : , ~ 
' I . 

Director of lhc~me T·a~~: invedtiga.ti~·~. ·N .. C.R.Bu.ilding, Statue. . . . . . . . . . . " 3. 
Circle, Jaipur. · 

i' 
..... :.·~~· Respond~~ts ··i 

I 

·! 
(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit ;Mathur) 

: ·j. .. I . 

33. OA No.60/2010 with MA No.96/2010 

. .. '. · .. ,. ,. 

Vik.as Mahur S/o Sl;tri .Murori ~al Mah~r aged,q!:>ouJ 23.years, r./.o .Rishi 
Galav Nagar, H.No~ '.4:02. :sh~et No.: 6, Joipur.:.pres,ently. workfng· as 

. I ... • .. ' . . ,, : . ' .. 

Peon- Group D Casual labour, in the ·office of the Additional 

· l.r/Cecf or of I ncom~. ~ax(I n'esl!gatio,n) H. l).Jpi p UL. . · . . . ., 

· . . ...... : ..... Applicant 

" 

. ~ : 



' ,J 

', 

/ 
I :. 
' . ·• . 

i"'7.. . ~ .: ' ' .· . 

·:· 

(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

Versus -
. l. Union of India, through the SecretO:ry to the Govt! of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

2. Director General of Income Tax(lnvestigation), N.C.R. Building, 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

3. Director of Income Tax, Investigation, N.C.R.Building; Statue 
Circle,· Jaipur. 

·~······· Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

34. OA No.62/2010 with MA.. No.97 /2010 
. ! .. 

' . . ' 

Amit Sharma S/o P~em Prakash: Sharma, aged abo_ut 23 years, r/o A- · 
27 Sen Colony, Power House· Road, Bani Park, Jaipur,· presently 
working as Computer.Operator- Group D Casual·Labour; i,n the office . , I . . 
of the Deputy Commissioner of Income Tax (Central Circle-II.) 
N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle Jaipur. 

! . 

Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

. . Versus· -
1 l w. . 

1. Union of India~ through th~ Secret~ry to the Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, ~ew Delhi. 

2. Director Gene;·al ·of lnc,~me .Tax(lnvesti~ation), N.C.R. Building, 

Statue Circle, Jaip.u,r ... '.· __ . i:: .. : ' 

. ' 

3. Director of lri~~h,~~ Tax·. lr:w~stigatiqn, N:c.R.B~ilding, Stdtue 
Circle: Jaipur. " . · 

·1·· I 

.. · ....... Respondents · 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shd Amit Mathur) 
. ! . 

35. OA No.63/2010 
:.-.•· 

Verendra Kumar S./o, Rambabu .Loi aged about 29. years; r /o 2{18 
Malvia Na gar, Jq

1

fpur, .. presently. working: as Corylputer Operator 
Group D, in the off!ce:of the Director.of ln~ome Tax (C.l.B.) N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Cir.~le Jaipur; . :: . · . , .(:. - ; l 

. l Applicant .. 
(By Advocate: Shri f .N: Jatti) !Ji ' ' . .. .· 
~ . . ~ . 

. .. :: . . 

. '" 
. ;· ·I .• ! ; 

.. ·I 

i_· ! .. 

·.,. 
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./ 

- Versus -
1. u·nion of India~ th~ough the Secretary to the Govt. of India,· 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

2. Director General of Income Tax(lrivestigation), N.C.R. Building, 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

3. Director of Income Tax, C.l.B. (Investigation), N.C.R.Building, 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

. ........ Respondents 

·(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri ~mit Mathur) 

36. OA No.64/2010 

Trilok Singh S/o Late Shri Hanuman Singh aged ·about 3·9. yeqr~. r/o 
182, Janta N·agar, Rakdi Soda.la" Jaipur, pr~sently) working as:. 
Peon/Driver - Group D Casual Labour, in the office of the Diredor of 
Income Tax (Investigation) N.C.R. Building, Statue Circle ~aipur., . 

. . : . ·' ' 

Applicant 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

- Versus - · 
, j I 

1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. oflndia,. 
Ministry of Finance, Department of .Revenue, New Delhi. 

I , I 

2. Director General of Income Tax(lnvestigation), N.C.R. Building, 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

3. Director of Income Tax, lnve~tigatidn, N.C.R.Building', Statue , , . I , . . 
Circle, Jaipur. : . : . , , . . .~ 

......... Respondents 
• • J 1· ' 

i 
(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Ami.t Mathur) 

' 
•.i . '(' 

I : 

· 37. OA No:65/2010 with MA No. 98/2010 

, : , : ; , I : . : : . 
Laxman Singh S/o. Shri Pooranmal aged about 30 y~ars. r/o Plot. No. 
94, Green Town, Talent Public School. Dodi Ka ·Phatak, Jhotwara 
presently working as Pec;m~ Gr°'up D qa~ual L9p.our, in the. ;offi~~ of 
the RE'covery and. Drawing and Dispersing :officer, ·income -1 Tax· 
(Centml Circle-II) -N.C.R.' Building,· Statue Circle Jaipur. ' 

· ~Advocate: ShriiP .. N. Jat'.i); 

.1· : ! 

. ; 

·.:!'·· 
; !· l: 

. '' I . \ I 

: • ! 

Versus - : 

.·I 
' ~ ; 

I 

"' . : 

···.····•·.····· 
. ' 

Applicant 
., 

,. 



' ' 

' 

/ 

· 1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India, ; 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

. 2. Director General of Income Tax{lnvestigation), N.C.R~ ·Building, 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. · • · • • :: • ·· ·. · · : : · ' 

\ . . 

3. Director of Income Tax, Investigation, N.C.R.Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. 

.: ....... Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 

~8. OA No.66/2010 with MA No:99 /2010 

Brij Kishor S/o Shri Madan lal aged about 34 years; r/o Vlve,k Vihar 
. Colony.' new Sanganer Road Soda la , Jaipur,. presently working as 
Peon- Group D Casual Labour, in the office of the Deputy 
Commissioner lncpme Tax· (Central Circle -Ill.). N.C.R. Building, 
Statue Circle Jaipur. 

. . . . . ; ........ ~ .. ~ .... Applicqnt. 
(By Advocate: Shri P.'N. Jatti) 

.I. ·' 

· - Versus -
1. Union of India, through _the.Secretary to.the Govt. of India, 

. Ministry of Finance, Department 'of Revenue, New Delhi. 
., . . . 

2. Director General of Income Tax(lnvestigation), N.C.R. Building, 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. . , . . .. 

3. Director of l~com_e Ta~, In~e.stigati6n, N.C."R.~uil.ding'. _St.atue. 
Circle, Jaipur. · ; 

..... : ... Respondents 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur)· 

39. OA No.67 /20'10 with MA No:73/2010 

Lubheshwar Tiwar.i S/o Prem Prak6s Ti~arL aged about 28 ye.or-~. r/o: 
A-49, Shanker Vihar,:. Murlipura,: presently working: as Comput~r: 
Operator Group D~ lri the office of the Direc'tor of Income Tax (CJ.BJ 
N.C.R. Building, Statue.Circle Jaip;ur. . .. , .... · .. 

Applicanf 
(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jatti) 

I 

Versus~· .;,. 
1 • • •• .: I:; : 

1. Union of India, through the Secretary to the Govt. of India, 
· .. ~inistry of Finance; Depart':'ent or Revenue. Ne":' Del~i. : 

. . i . : . ~ 

;· i: 
'. 

'. '··.! 

. ' 

' .. ~ :- : : . . ' 

'I. ·: •' • '· 



I -

j 
\ 

I 
!-
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,! : 

i 

" 
I ~ 

. '! 

--_ i.-

;_- . -
I •.', 

" 
~] b.oi:: i 

-' 

- , 
·' ; ; 

· 2. Diredor General.ofl~come Tax(lnvestigcition). N.C.R. Build.ing; 
Statue Circle, Jaipur. : _ . ;: >; 

. ·'.. 
: : i - ! ~ 

! •. ; i 
'. : ~ ' 

· 3. Director of Income Tax, <;:.l.B.; (Ce.n~.ral ln.f~rrhation Br.anqh)~ _ 
N.C.R.Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur.1 ' - :, : ' · - · '· l -

: : · : .\.. ...... Respondents 
. j j : • • ! ' ; . ; "' . ; . ~ 

. .. ' ~ i 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B.- Mathur & ShrrAmitMathur) 
. ' ; '\ ! -

,, i 

.• i 
40. OA No.106/2010 I 

' 

"i 
.I 

Vi nod Kumar Solanki s/o Shri Desh Raj Sqlanki. r/o H.t'io.1980. Bilala · 
Bhawan, Haldion Ka Rasta, Johri B·azar, ·~aipur presently working or,i.­
the post of Peqn Gr.oup~D in .the -Office:\of-Direc.tor _of- l1n~~_me. Tc;iX­
(Central Information Branch), NCR Building, Statue Circle! Jaipur. ' _ 

~' . . { . 

·(By Advocate: Shri P.N. Jattf) : 

i 
.:i -; 

: _:_ ! Versus - . \ 

............... Applicant 
. I I' 

.. , ; . '; 

1. Union of India, t,hrough the -Secretpry to the Govt. of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi. 

. I 

'·,r,'. 

'(• 

'! 

2. Director General ·of Income Tax(ln~estigation). N.C.R. Buildii.'ig,. ·' .. -.. : _ - " 
Statue Circle, Jaipu~. · : ·. , ' _. ~ · ·: · : · ... , __ 

f . '. 
I ' " ~ ' . : • 1 ' ,• ; f • • ·~ ' • .. ' •. , ,· ' ' ' "·' , ' f . • , .. 

3. Director of Ir-, some. ra~. ,c:.LB)Ce~t~a! ,iii1t6rmtjti~~ Bf9h~ti).< '. .:, :· ·_ ,_ 
N.C.R.Building, Statu~ Circle; ~aip~r'.- .,: \ · . __ . . _ . . . , : _ - · · 

' " - • . :. 1. ' ......... R~s_por;i_ 9 .. ~n~s ·, 
., ... ,. •i. . !. . ' •• 

i 

(By Advocate:Shri R.B. Mathur & Shri Amit Mathur) 
~l. 
. /' 

' I . .. ! : "· ··r . : ·; ~,; :' 'l ?" . . , . - . , ' , . ! ~ . ~ . : I . . : : . 
41. OA No. 114/2010 1:: : I: . -!' : '. . 

. ! : . ".; . ! .. 

, .k • , • • •• • :.•·. 1: / · . , 

~am Narayan s/o·,Shri,._Chpju., Ra_m. ~/~. v.~umel ;K~shqv .. ,~j~ya_ .· 
Peeth, 'Jaipur, pr~sently ,~6rki.ng. as .. :-P~pn . Grou,P-D C:os~va_I. _ 
Labour in the O/o the Director of In.come- Tax (Investigation}; · • . 
NCR Building, Statue Citcle~- Jaipur.'. · ) : '): · : · · ... 1 

1 • : ; • ( : .. 

1 ~ •' ·'' 
. ·:.ii : '; ·. '. 

i .. i . :' .•• • ARplicant · " .. -
·: ::·:·· .•. ~- I ,. _:I" \;:. ::· .. "<·P ; l :: _i _ ... , :· ,._.·[.' -:'!],; .. - .. 

(By Advocate: ShriJ~•.N.Jatti) . . •: :: ::J · " · · ·' · ,. · 
i t • '; ,;,~ t . : . l . ' '· " "1 , - ' ' . • • 

. , ·:versu-~ .:'1 · : .... " .. : . .-.:n:1_.·!:.f _ 
. ' . ~ _ .. ' ; . . ' ": ·~ . ; ':. ~-· ~· ,, ' 

• : .J' :. • - • • ' : ~ '·i ~ . . . ..: ' : . 

1. . Union of lndii:dhr-6ugh th'e' S.e·cfetaryrfoithe( Govt. of 'nc;fia, 
Ministry of Finance, Departm·~nfof'.:R·~,ven\~j~. -New D'elhi. · ·' · 

' . ,'; . " . . ' - : i • !'_ i. ~ ;_ :. ' '_- - ;;· : ' . . 

·,_ 

2. Director of Income Tax· (lnvestig.ation), NCR Building, Statue . . : : . :· ... : ·" :·., i . _... . 
Clrcle,Ja1pur --!:'. .';_;_-··.-.r :~::-_:·: ;;·: ::,;::··--. ·: _1 :· "(!\'.;;·.,:(:r: 

.·./ . 
. '! ·: . i I :'. :. -_ . ,. ~.. ·:. i· : ·:.:" -. . :·. ·: :: ! . } . -r~: :·. ,· ',·: 

. 'f •'' . ! : . ..~, • ; r • •~ • • ' ' '·! ' ' , ' . I ~ . ~ • , . 'i . •' ' . 
. . ·, :. ., \ ~- ~-~ '!·., ~ ·~:t>-::~_,,. -t-~ ·- '~ ; ~,. 

·r - , . , 
: ; 

i . -
: · .. 

-,·:. 
•, ",.\-,'I 

. '' . 

,' ! 

. .-,, 

. .. 



l I 

·~ 
' ' 

3. Director of lncpme Tax, Investigation, NCR Building, Statue 
Circle, Jaipur. · · 

.. Respondents 
: ••• t 

(By Advocate: Shri R.B.Mathur along with Shri Amit Mathur) 

ORDER (ORAL) 

By this common order, I propose to dispose of these OAs as 

common question of facts and law is involved. 

2. Briefly stat'ed, facts of the case are that the apppcants are 

working on. daily wage. basis in the respondent department and 

some of them have worked with the department for the la,st l O 

years. The grievance of'tlle applicants is that'the r~s~ondents have 

taken a decision to award a contract' for the period 1.2.2010 to 

31.7.2010 in respe~t· of the work which ~as undertaken from them, 

as can be seen from Ann.A/2 a'nd p~ay,er is made that direction 

may be given t~ the responde.~ts to ,contir:iue to engage. t_h~ 

applicants as wor~ is available with · the departmerit, c;rnd 

respondents may be restrained to engage fresh casual labours for 
. ! . . . !' .. . ' '! •• ·1 ' 

the work done by the applicants. The applicants have also prayed ., . . . "· . 
' . . . I 

• • , I 

for quashing the letter Ann.A/2 whereby the work which was being . . r . . . 

performed by the :applicants is·: being execut~d through ;the 

contractor. It may be· stated that during the pend ency of the OA. . ' ' .. ·.. ' ' . . . . ' 

' ' 

the·. applicants ha,ve also moved .an. application for a.m.enq,me,nt 
.• ' ' l ' , , I 

1
, ' ' , 

' ' 

thereby taking adqitional P,lea. that the applicants· are . wor~ing. 

against the vacant post. of <;;roup-D and on jo.ini,ng the ,ser,vic~ ~f 
• 1 ' • !' ·:. ' . :: • i. i '. i ••. 

contractor, the whole life of the applicants will. be ruined and it is 
. . ' . . . ; ' . ~. ( . . . . ! : . ~· . . . . 

~
further stated that the applicants or~ not wiling t~ join service of the 

~ 
' ' ' ' 

' ' 

/ ·. 



:, ' 

.. 

• ; ! : 

. . . . : 
"Yl•' . 

. ;t,;L..-

. , I ~ . . 

contractor. It has also been averred that in respect of the applicants 

who have rendered more than 10 y~ars of service, the respondents 
-I . . 

' . . . . . - . . .\ : . 

may be dJrected to regularize their' services by giving relaxation in 

age and further payment of wages w.e.f. February, 2010 onwards be 
' ' 

made to the applicant.s. 

3. Notice of these applications were given to the respondents. 

The facts, as stated above, have not been disputed except the fact 

that the applicant.s 9re -.yorking not ag.~jnst a~y sa.ncti1oned .~ost 

The respondents have, shJted that the applicants were engaged on 
. ' 

daily wc1ge basis intermi_th~ntly 9s casual .labour and pqymen_ts. are 

being made to th.~r:n on _daily wag_e ba$iS. The. responde~ts. h9v~ 
. . . . . . I . . . 

also placed reliance upon the decision of the Apex Court in the 

case of State of Karnataka vs. Uma Devi (3), (200~)-~ S~C ] _to sta.te 
I ' • ' • ' ' : : • ~ : 

0 
: 1 I : ~ ' : • ': 

that service of th.e. applica~ts. Y'hic h .~as . on., tja·ily _wage b.asis . . . 

cannot be regula~i.zed_. !f is stat~ci thcit: p~yment i_s neithe,r being 

made under the .~~~d _'sa!ary' '..npr un?~r t/;le :heqd. ·.s~~Y:ice' .but 

· , I I 

under the head 'r:niscellaneous _office expe11ses'. T,he ,responcjen~s 
• I I : , . . , .. · 

h_ave also stated that the c;>ffice 9f th~_,p1r (Jny.)_ Jaipl:Hr. q1r (c;IB), 
, ' • • J !' .I . '•,I I . . . • 

' 
Jaipur and CIT (C~,n~ral), )aip~r .h9v~ tr,ied t9 f_ollpw the ,!aid ~o(Nn 

. : ' . ; ' . ~ . . . ' 

policy enunciateq, by the_ Ministry _9f. P,ersonnel .et~ .. Governrryent_ ~f 
' o ~ " ~ < : ~ : o • '. • • : • o '• I I ' ' • •• : ' 

India as communi~at_ed by severq!OMs a_nd. it.'«a~ pursy~nt to suc/;l 
j '. : j • ' I ' • •' :: . 

policy decision th qt_ t_~e contra.ct \Yqs er:iter~d. into."with the icj~'!ti_fied 
" . I • ' • '·•I ; ' • • . 

. r , 

parties. Ttle respom;Je_nts hqv~ plac~d on ~ecqrd a .copies_ of t_h_e QM 
·: : : ' • . . ! • • • ' : • .1. 

I ! 

dated 2~k 11.2005, . OM .. dated 71~. June] 1988 and subseq.uent 
• ' ' ' ~ . ; :: •. • • : ' I •. ; ~ . ' • ' ! ; 1 • :, : : ~· • • ' •: ~ ', ' ' •• ' 

' 
memorandum of the year 1993 and of 61,h; June, 2002 as Ann .. R 1 .to 

• • • ~ I ; '. • • . • • I ' ~· :· ,; ' i • ,• • ' ' : ' • ' ; • ' • 
' . \ i. 

R4. The responden_ts h,ave. _als~ '.p_la;~ed. on record a' cd.py. 9t th~ 

~ 
.. ! :, l 

. ' \ 
' ' .• , '· I . J, '• , •• !,' •• 



j, •·. 

•• 

:)~ 

memorandum of Govt. of India, Ministry of Finance dated 4'h/lQ1h. 

Dec. 2008 (Ann.R/5) to demonstrate that there was continuous 

deliberations at the: highest level to' outsource the con~ingent work 

and it was pursuant to such policy decision that the contract was 

entered into and it, was considered expedient to engage casual 

labours through a service provider or contractor at Jaipur office of 

respondent No. 2 and 3 which is the practice being followed in the 
• 

offices of the· income Tax Department, New Delhi. The respondents 
. . ' ' 

., 
have further stated that as on date there are no sanctioned vacant . . . ' . 

post in .the cadre of ·Peon, Driver, Gardener, Sweeper in the DGIT · . . . . . - . . . ' 

(Inv.) Region, DIT (Inv.), Jaipur, DIT (CIB) Jaipur and CIT (Central) and . . ' . ' . . . . : . . . . . 

only two vacancies a.re . exist~ng, in th~ ~adre . ~f Peon and _f!O 
' , • ; . . ; 'I 

vacancy is available in the cadre of Driver and Sweeper and there· 
. • ' ,· ··,• • "' '' ' •• ,. ' ' : I 

has never been any sanctioned post of Computer Operator in the 
-. .. . . . . . . . . . ~ , ' ' . 

' ' ,. \I. 

Income Tax Depart!Tlent. The re~p.ondents h,qve also stated thqt 
. \ . . 

none of the applicants fulfill the requirement of l 0 years service 
' • ' , t ·, • • •• • • • '•. 1•' 

. • . I 

which has to be reckoned from the date when the judgment was 
' '. • • • t. ·, • • . •. . • • 

I 

rendered by the. Apex_ .C.ourt: on. J 01~ April. 2006, .as ~uch ... th~ir 

service cannot be regulOrized. The respondents have also taken · 
. . . . . ; : . '. . ; 

preliminary objec;ti_on . r~g9~di~g maintainability of _OAs, as 
' 

according to the .r.~spo~der:its, thjs is not a s~~vice matt~_r.an.cJ thi~ 

Tribunal has got n9 jl:Jri.stjiCtion to ,~ntert~in the QAs .. 

4. I have heard the learned counsel for the P:arties and gone . . . . . . . . . . ' . ' . . . ~ . . ; . .( . . ' 

through the materic;i!_ pla_ced :on_ record .. 
·: I• ' , 

5. The question. Vfhic h. requires rnY c;onsideration. is ."'.v'hether a 

direction can be .giv_en to .tqe :respongents to .~on_tinue to engafJ~ 
~ ........ · 



1. 

I . 

' ' . ; I 

the applicants as casual labour/daily wager even if the respondents 

have entered into a contra~t with: the contractor for a period w.e..f. 

l51 February, 2010 ·to 3l5' Jul/ 2oio ~nd :also that the daily wagers 
·, 

who have completed· l 0 years of service, their services shall be 

regularized. According to me~ the matter on this point is no longer 

res-integra and the same stand· concluded by the decision 

rendered by the. Division Bench of this Tribunal in OA No..440/2008, 
. I . 

' . 
Ram Lal Bhati vs. Union of India and another connected matter 

. . ' . . ! 

decided on l l. l l .2Q09 where almost ide~.tical issued was involved. 

At. this stage, it will .. pe useful to qy.ota. pqra 3 to_ .5 of the jl!dgment 
' . : . . 

which thus reads:- . 

"3 ........... In .the reply, the· respondents have stated that .in 
. I. . ' , ·• , .. I '. ·,• •• , 

view of the. Ministry letter: dated _10.3.2004 ·:appointment· of 
Casual Labour/Daily Wag~~_. is totqlly _qann~d and 1 w~rk. of 
house keeping/contingency·work is being got dohe through 
contractor w.e.f. 1.1.2005. Therefore, servic!=s of part-time 

, I . • ' ' •. ., ' ' .. , ' • 

Casual Workers· were · dis-engaged . and· now .. all' the 
contingency work is done through contractor w.e.f. 1.1.20.05 . 
. The respondents ha~e ~1-sd r~lied ~pbrf t.h~ j'udg.~ent ·;f the 
Andhra Praqe~h High .. Court_i,n the c_qs~ of_ T. Vijay Raj and ors. 
vs. The Chairman Central Board. dr: Customs · a'nd Centr'al 
Excise, New: Delhi, .. \iyrit _Pe;titi9n N,o.~4~1!? of ,.200,5 an~ ot~~r 
conn·ected matters .decided'.on _3.6.2008 (Anr\.R/3) pertaining 
to the saJ1!e department whereby the decision rendered by 
th'e Hyderabad _Bench of the Tribunal was set-aside by which 
the Tribunal _()lt~~ug~. has_.de~_l,ine_d)~~ r~li~~ as pray~d f.or by 
the applicants !n: the· OA by holdin'g that applicants engaged 

I ' , ' • • . · •' l' , ' r , 'l 

by the responden~s yvere continuing. f~>r. a, lq~g. p~riod: s~oulsJ 
not be dis-engaged. by ·fres~ers. ~ve.n .ttirp,l)~fl c<;>ntrac~<?,.r an~ 
on lifting of the· ban ori' th_e· ·en'.ga.ge-~e·!Jt. bf ¢

1
a.su9I L9p'.9_ur~r~ 

and on availqbility .o( )un<;is. the .r7sp,odd,e:nts -~h:a.f,1 ·e:p,nsid_~·r 
cases of th'e '.·~pplicant:s }or. the. p:urP,os~. 9.f .-~~.9'.l!lcirization .. of 
service, if ~.~~-e.ss·ary :bY: f~:mnulatin~f b s~he'rn,~~ f<?r .. t.~~- :said 

~ I . . . . ' I ; • " I • ' • : j • : : 

purpose .. :.: . . .. . , , . . . .. . . . . . .. ·. .. . . . .. . . . .. 
4. As ~;?~ .. b~. se~n. fr9m .th~ .Ju?gment. ~~~d~~ed '. by:t~~ 
Hon'ble H1~h;· qo1urt; .th~: case of; r~-~ulan.zat1on. ·or;ca.~ua) 
Labourer wa.~;:not:·p~e~~ep by _the, 17~.~~:~d .c:_q~r)sel in.ri~~ _o.f 
the mandate ·or th1

e Constitu.tion Bench' decision· in the case o'f 
• • • ' ' : • • . I • ' • l • ~ • ' : ,. • • • • • • : I • ~ : • • • ·: .~ ~ : ' . \I 

State of Karnatak6 vs. Uma Devi (3), 2006 (4) SCC .1. However; 
• J 1 I , . • ! I .' • • • • , • ' 1 ' t : ( • • ' '· ·, ~ ·~ • 

submission w'as 'm'ade that depcir.tmeht had dev'ised. a new 

~ . , . .· ·; .. :. ~ : .· 1'.: . ·: . ::- : , . . :; : : " ! .. I ; . ' . 
' . 

. ' ./ :.- .. , 
;- t ~>;« • \ 1 

1 
, 

. .. .. ; ·j ·: ' ~. .· ';· ,, 'lj. . •!" 

.. I . ''· ·,· . r· 
l . '·: t . I 

.. ' ... 
'' 

.. 
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! . 

scheme to dis-entitle:: the . casual workers for claiming 
regularization of their s~tvices as the mode of engaging their 
service through medium of contractor and direction given by 
the Tribunal does riot cail for: interference, the Hon'ble High 
Court in operative , portion· has . made the following 
observations:-
"ln view of the Constitution. Bench judgment of the Apex Court 
in Uma Devi (3), it is not= for Courts/Tribunals to issue a 
mandamus 6r direction for regularization of the· services of 
casual labouers .. We may not be understood to have stated 
that the Government, even if it chooses to do so should not 
frame a scheme for regularizing the services of such casual 
labourers. All that we have held is that Courts/Tribunals ought 
not to issue a mandamus or diredion in this regard. IF the 
employer in his wisdom chooses. to frame a scheme of 
regularizatior,i·, it is. always open '.for 'him ·to .do. so. The Central 
Administra.tive Tribunal erred in· .directing that the services of 
the casual .labourers. be continued and that. they should not 
be disengage

1
d even through contractors. No 'such .direction 

could have .. been granted in view of the judgme,nt of the Ape~· 
Court in Steel Authori_tY; :of ln_diq Ltd., Whether .th.e dep_ar1ment 
had a valid licence':under the Act, whether th~ engag~ment 
of contractor is a mere camouflage'., whether the provision df . . . ... , . . , I . . . . , , 

Contract Lab.<?_ur (R~g~l.atiqn ar:d, AboliJion) Act, 1970 .. had 
been violated ih engagin~ the.seryic:e of'th~ c9sua_I tab~urer~. 
through the contractors ate oll matters, which are required to 
be adjudicate~-- o_~: t·h_e :9~~is~ of;· ~vide.ri~~ a~d. hb,t)br th~ 
Central Administrative Tribunal to have determined. · · : · 

• _,, ' ' I ' . I' ! .,, • ' 1 -~ ' ' : i 

. ' 
• ·: ' • ! . ,. '. ·, ! ' . . . ., 

We consider' it appropriate. to .set aside the order .of the 
Central Adrn'ini~trative 'rribu~al leb'ving: ti. o\pen: to th·e c asu~I 

1I"1 ' ' ' ,. r ,. '. ' 1 ' •:' • ' ' - . 1 1 • • ' 1 

labourers COilC'er'ned to .. avail. such other remedies· as are 
available t~·: th~~ : in : la'w:: :t~: :agitat~:;'. th~ir· grievci~~e wifh 

. regards eng~_ge.ment:oUh~ir :se:rvi:c:es throu,g·~ t~e con~ractors 
for work in· Commissonerates,. which cictording toi them' are 
permanent ~·n.d perenni.~:ff Jri .. riatur~·.: i ~; : ... ' ·. · · 

'., : • 'I ,. > ; • ,o • 1 
• ; : ' ' > :: ' : ~ ' (" • : ' l ~ 

I j.t; '. • ,, '•.·;,• :·' ,~. ; ' '.! ,l. ··• ~ :·~ r•·O :• • ·~ ··~ •: 

5. In vie;~{..s.f ..the ·f,i~di_n:gs .r,ec:ortje'd by)h~.:A:n_dhr_a. Pr~d.es~. 
High Court i~}.~e: c_as~ .:of. T, Yija_y :~?) :~s~pr~:i)'. ~~ repro?uc~q_ 
above, which: reasoning 'is' squarely applica~le in the. fac'ts 

• • ':' ! : "! , , • • ' 1'1 • ( '•' " I : ' ·:' !."""' ' • '• ' ' 

and circumstances of: this cose·, it Ts n:ot p'etmissible for us to 
issue mand9rpus. to :th~: .. ~~spo~tj_en,~s. ,di_r~ctin,g. t~~~,\~:thflt 
services of t~~ ,appli~,~tjt~. ,bf ·co.~tinu~d ah~ ~hey' sh~l!.1~ n?f 
be dis-engqg~_c:f, :.~v.~q; th~q~h · f~_e: 9epdr't.m~·rit hqs :t,~~~n 
decision to :,'ex·ecute Hie \~ork. thr,ough; co'ntra'ctor 'whether 

" ·., .. '. . , .. I ·• .. • • . . . . . • .. .- .. . , . ., • ... .. ... 

such decisi9n. is_ f:~moJflR$¢ 9 r. ·n<?t.~: it'. is qi~.ay~ tip(:?ri· ~9,r m~ 
applicants, t,o · ay.a.il, ~uc:,h,;,: o_tner r.~:rn,eay c;i,s ar~ avail~l::>!e: )q 
them in · 1b~ ·:to_ .:9~itatf ,!~e}r'.: $r~evance_s

1 

with · reg'ard · t~ 

~ 
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:1: 
engagement ·of services . through contractor for work of 
Commissionerate." · ,. : 

:"' : 

5. In view of the- findi~gs rec'orded by this Tribunal in the case of 
, I 

Ram Lal Bhati, as reproduced above, it is not permissible for this 

Tribunal to issue mandamus to the respondents directing them that 

services of the applicants be continued and they should not be dis-

engaged even if the department has taken a decision t.o execute 

the work through contractor. Whether such decision is camouflage ·~a 

. . . . . ··" . ·. . I . . . . . . 

or not, it is always open for the applica.nts to .avail such other 

remedy as is available to them. !n law fo ~gitate their grievances 

with regard to engagement of s~rv.ices ttir6ug.h ~ontractor: for ,wo.rk 

of the department. · ' . 
1' : .•• -

6. So far as gri~van,ce of t~ose applic.ants. \-Vh.o hc,:i.ve ~qmple,fe.d 
' 'I 

10 years of service as casual labour and in some cases even the : : . . . . . '. ~ : , . . . : . . . . 

matter was taken by the d~parf,ment for regulc;irjzing. their .servic;es, 

no positive direction cari be giv~n on this .,a.sped sqye and except 
• t I ' I • l ~. 

·1 

that such of the appli~ants wh~ ~ltjimJha.t the,Y hqve put in: 1 o.y~ars ~ 
o' • I ' I ' ' 

or more years of .ser".ic~ as _casual .lp.bour in th~ .. ~epartme~t and 
, I . 

their cases are covered by the policy decision so taken by ·the 

respondents for t~e purpo.se ~f .regularizing t~eir .. se~yice .. _it .~ii!, be 

open for such applicants to ,ma.k.~ i.ndivi_dual re'Twsenrati~n)() th~ 
\ . •' 

authorities. In case. s_ucri repr~,s.er:itati.on. i~ f11a.de. _by the applic9~ts 
' I I ' • • o • ' •. 

within a period ~f.~_fle m.on~h from: t~day~ thl appr9wiate ?uthorit.y 

shall entertain th~ .~a~e af!c;J .. pas_s ,speaking and .reasoned q,r_q~x 
, ·, , • ' 1.' I I' I '.:I , , · . , , . : , ! 

' . 
within a period of 3 rr,ionth~ .frC>ftl th_e date .'of receipt of. such 

! • • • ' • • ! ·, . ' . ! ~: . • . • . j. ·. : . : ' .. l l : . 

representation. 
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7. Further, with regard· to the· contention of the applicants that 
. . 

even thoug.h they have worked with the co~tractor and no payment 

has been made· to them : till 'date, the learned counsel Jor the 

respondents has. categorically ·stated that the department has 

made payment of wages in respect. of the applicants to the 

contractor. It is further. stated .that only 5 applicants have received 

suc:h payment and other applicants have not received the payment 
~ .· 

and in case they prese~t themselves. l:;>efo.re)he. contractor, su.ch 
I •· 

payment can be made by the contractor as money stands already 
• ; . • • ' ' . • ' : •. ! .•• 

deposited by the d~partment .in. respect : of. wag.es of ~11· t.he 

applicants. In view. of this ~ategorical s.tatement ,made qy the 

learned counsel for the . respondents, ~the contention of the 
l ! : . ..... . . . ' 

applicants that the ~ages for the work done by them duri'!g the 

operation of the .. contr~ct p~rio.d has· not b~en. m_acle to ,th~m. 

cannot be accepted. In any. case, if no wages is received by any of 
' • • • • • • •" ' ; • ~ ' •' • ' • • • • • I < ~ ' ' 

' 

the applieant, it w.il.1 be, open.f()r.}~~ app_licants.to ryloye app~~priate_ 

application before thi~. Triql)nal .. which will ,be considered and 

appropriate order will be pass~d .. ,, 
" . . . . . . :':: 

8. Before parting_with t:he .f!la~fer,: it -~·ay 1 ~e opser'{ed that as P.~r 
• ' ' . i ' . . j ' 

the stand taken_ !Jy _t,h~: r.~spoqqe11t.s,. ,t~e. con,t~ac:t. has become· 
. , , • ' . I · . , , . • ~ • • ' : , . i. " : 1 • ' ! 

effective w.e.f. l :2:2010 and no griev'anc·e: has been made before 
. · : ": "· .. : ' ... '.' . 'i : : . · '· I. I ' · . 

this Tribunal that any of the applicant has been dis-engaged by the 
i . . . . " ' . . . . " . . . . : . . . ·, . " : • ~ ·: . . . ' l " 

. \ ~--

contra ct or or the co~tract'ori5: pay,ipg less -~age~ than .beir:ig ~·c;:iitj_ t? 

them immediately_ befq,re com.men,c;ement of th~ C()_n,trac;t. T:h\)S"~h~ 
' ' . . . •; . 

applicants have not. been put to any disadvantageous position as 
. i.' .• .•.... 

yet except that in_sJead of ta'.~in'g .. wor~ from the _applicants by t_he 
. ·. . . '. . ' I !·. . . ' . . . ' 

. ' . ' ' . . 
: . . . 

. . 

'• . . . ~ : ': . ' . 



: . 

; .. 

. I .:: 
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department, the same is being taken by; the department through, 
' 

. . ~ 
contract service.· As already noticed above, whether. such a 

' ., 

contract could have been. executed or the department had a valid 

licence and whether the engagement of contract is mere 

camouflage or whether provisions of Contract Labour (Regulation 

and Abolition) Act, 1970 has been violated in engaging the services 
.... 

of the casual labour· through the contractor are the matters which 

are to be agitated bef9r~ the app~_opriate forum arid not before .t~is 
.t ; '. 

Tribunal as held by the Hon'ble Hig_~ Court of Andhr~ Pradesh in Writ 

Petition No.14715 of 2005 decided on 3.6.2008 relevant portion of 
' ' . : . . !· ,· . . . . . .· -: ; 

. . 
which has been reproduced in the earlier part of this judgment. 

• '' • I • ·, ' ' • • I • 

·i 
8. With these .observations, th~ ,OA.s. ar_e. disposep o.f. with:: ~o 

. . . . ~ . . .. 
. ' ' 

order as to costs .. In view of the ord~r P,~s~.e~ i.r' /he 0,As. n:o o.rder_is 
I " • . 

required to be passed. in .. Misc .. AppHc~tions, which shall stand 
I ' " ' I ' ., !' • 

disposed of accordin:gLy,._ r. 
'·;. - !''. - .. ! 

'! ---r ~ff 

' . (M.L.CJ:iAU.HAN) . 
I I;, • ... ' 

Judl..Me_mber, 

R/ ' .... 
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