
CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

ORDERS OF THE BENCH 

Date of Order: 0~.04.2014 ( o3.- 0'---\ • '2.-o)'Y 

CP No. 32/2013 (OA No. 571/2011) 

Mr. Amit Mathur, counsel for petitioners. . 
Mr. R.B. Mathur, counsel for respondents. · 

Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

C.P. is disposed of by a separate order on the separate 

sheets for the reasons recorded therein. 

( M. NAGARAJAN) 
JUDICIAL MEMBER 

Kumawat 

(ANIL KUMAR) 
ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER 
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3.·CP No;t9J:i·013lndA-No.46/2Di2; : ·:.:'. . . . .. , 
.•:vinod ·Kurnar:.TaiL6c>~lo<·Shti<~.a~hLJ:.;LpL/Taflor/ 'by :~ast:l?~i · .. · . 
. · :ag.ed a bc5ut. Jo.· -Y.~~r§.;>·: T/0,:~~:7~1?.;~~<-Pr~t~p>.:.Nagar.: C~J9.r1Y1 ':[N.t=a r .. ·· 
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1. · su mit .:-Bose·;< Secretary. to ·the~ Gov,ernni'enf of {n_Cfla/_: .. :'>'/: -~ 

.· · · · ... ~~i~~~ry qf f;i ~ aQce, p~p<) rtrmint)of ~}even WE;, ~~~~f;J!\~8 
' ~ - r; 

.,·: ,- - ,. !', • - _··, 

· 2;·· Atul~sh:.·jLrlde!'>:··.thief:-:'tommissio'ner o(Income fax 
. •.•.< .... •·:·;' ,,c·,:·,.:.:l·.:·:. : .... .''!.". . . . ,· •·,:. J.'.;) , 

NCR· Bu.i_lding/Statue CirCle, Jaipur ! .· J··· . 
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'4. cP No·; 2oi~o13 ~in .oA:No.s72;ol2·. ·:_- ·< .. :_-< ... · . .' :. · .:-< .;; . 
·Ramesh Kumar- Sharm_a,··- son: of '.Shri-: Sh .. arma,- ... by';-.cast-·,'. ·. 
Sharma·, ·age-d abo .. ut_-;37 :yea .. rs,· r/o _N,ew·_Colony,; G9ner, Jaip.ur. / 
.. · '· · , .. ·- · · · . ,;; .. ;.Appli¢ant : ..... 
'(By Advo:cate.·Shri .. P':N:J.atti ) 
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L~.:sl..dr1it. sd~e, . .Secretary ·.to 'the ~·Goverrinierit -of r!n.clia,~· 
· .. M,ihistry >bf J:fn~mce, ·rD'epartrri{iflL of:~evenu~, .. ::i:,.Ne,w · . 

Delhi. : , · , · 
-~ : . ! . 

~ ' . 
. ' .. ·. . . . ' . -· . - ' . . . ' _. . . . ' .. -_ . ~ . . .' . : . . ' . . 

.·. 2 .. :Atul'esh Jind~l.>, .Chie( Commissioner ·of Income Jax 
.. NCRBuifding, Statue·Cirde,· Jaipur .· · · · ·. ~, 
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-CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 
21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 

·34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

... 
3 

5. CP No. 21/2013 in OA No.62/2012.. . -. · : 
Dinesh Kumar Sen s/o Shri Paras Ram Sen, by cast Sen, aged 
about 33 years, Resident of Plot No .. 273,vishva Karma Colony, 
Jaipur , - · . . · • 

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

--

VERSUS 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary tq the Government of India, 
Ministry of . Finance, D~partment of Revenue, New 
Delhi. 

2. Atulesh Jindel, Chief Commissioner of Income Tax , 
NCR Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur · · 

. . 
...... ;.Respondents 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 
. . . 

6. CP No.22/2013\Jn OA No.S0/2012 , . 
Jetendra Singh s/6 Raw at Singh, j3y .cast Rao.~ aged aboutv 37 
years, r/o E-46, Maidoor Nagar, Ajmer Road, .Jaipur, · · 

~ ...... Applica!1t 
(By Advocate Shri P.N.Jatti ) 

VERSUS 
.... -

~ · 1. . Sumit Bose, Secretary to the· Government of India, 
Min.istry. of Finance; Department -of Revenue, New 
DeihL . 

2. Atule~.h Ji'ndel,. Chief Commissioner of Income Tax , 
NCR·Buildlng; Statue Circle, Jaipur · 

.. ; .... Jtespondet;ltS , 

(By Advocate Shri'.R.B .. Mathur) 
-~ 

7. CP No.:23/2013 in OA No.SS/2012 . . 
. umesh Chandra Pal sLo Shri Banwari Lal Pal, by cast Pal, aged 
about 33 years, r/o H.No.150, Rai Colony, .Hassan Pura-

C,Jaipur, ....... Applicant 

.(By Advocate Shri P.N.Jatti ) 

-·-··. --- ·-------------------· 

-~ 
' ... 
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1
. ;\/ CP Nos. 17/2013, i8J2oi3, 19/2013, 20/201.3, 

. '~ t 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/20i3, ! . 

i· ff 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2q13, 

4 

~~: J 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. ,, ·. 
)}f &:· 
·~'I 
f J~ 

·VERSUS 

' 

1. Sum it· Bose,· Secreta\rv to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Finance., I Department .. of R:evenue,. New· 
Delhi. 1 

i . 

2. Atulesh Jindel, Chief\ Cori1rnissioher of 'Income Tax , 
< . NCR Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur 

. (By Advocate Shr!-J~;.B.Mathur I) 
.' •'-'• I 

........ Responden:ts 

"j \ 
' .. , 

8. CP No.24/2013; in OA No.53/2012 . 
Anil Sharma s/o Shri Shyam ~under Sharma, by c·ast Sharma,· 
aged about 25 ·years , Vlllagf and post Jahota, Teh. Ariler, 
Jaipur , . . . 

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

I 

:I VERSUS 
1, . 'j 

"'i 

I 
. ~ 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary to the Government of India, . 
Ministry of Finance, !Department of R~venue, N~w 
Delhi. ! · · ·: > . ! . 

I , 
1 r 

2. Atulesh Jinclel, Chief ¢ommissioner of Income Tax , 
. NCR Build.ing, Statue Circle,· Jaipur · 

. · ' · · ' I ........ Re!pon~ents 
(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur ): 

9. CP' No.25/2013 in OA No.64/2012 . , ! .. 
Bhagchand Gothwal s/o · Shri ·:Rani · Dhan · G6thwal, by cast 
Gothwal,. aged about 29 year~ , r/o Village Esharwala, Via 
Morija, Jaipur I 

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

' 
i 
WERSUS I . 

II 

-·-·- _ ......... _,. __ ...... ·---+---
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CP Nos. 17/2013, 19/20131 19/20131 20/20131 
21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 3812013. 
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1. -Sumit Bose, Secretary to the Goverm:nent of -India 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, Ne~ 
Delhi. · ·v 

2. Atulesh Jindel, Chief Com.missioner ~f Income Ta~ , .. 
NCR Build~ng, Statue Cin;:le, Jaipur . · . 

....... ,.Respondents 
(By .Advocate Shri R·;B.Mathur) 

10. CP,No.26/2013 in OA No.52/2012· 
·?arvan Kumar s/o Madan La I, bN cast Harijan, aged ·about :34 
years, r/o Hari Marg, Raigar B.a

1

sti, Malviya Nagar, Jaipur · . 

~Y Advocate ~hrf P.N.Jatti ) 
....... Applicant 

VERSUS '• 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary to the Government of India, .... 
Ministry cit Finance, Department of Revenue, New· 
Delhi. 

2. Atu.l.esh Jitldel, Chief Commissioner of ·Income Ta?<· , 
NCR Building, Statue Circle, jaipur. 

. ....... Respondents 
(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) .. 

-11. CP No.27/2013 in OA No.Sl/201·2 . · · 
• w . . 

. ' Leelam Chand s/o Tulsa Ram, by cast Maghwal, aged abqut 
24 years, r/o H.No.95, Yasoda Path, Shyam Nagar,Jaipur ; 

....... Applicant 
(By Advocate Shri P.N.Jatti } 

.:.· VERSUS 

1. sumit Bose1 Secretary to the Government of India, 
Ministry ·of Finance, Department of Revenue, New 
Delhi. · 

2. Atulesh. Jindel, Chief Commissioner of Income Tax , 
· NCR Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur 

· ........ Respondents 

....... ---------·-· 



CP Nos. 17/2013,18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, ' 
21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, . 
34/2013. 35/2013, 36/2013, 37/2013 and 38/2013~ 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

12. CP No.28/2013 in OA No.67/2012 

. ~ . 

Mukesh Kumar s/o Shyam La I,· ;by cast Dhanka, aged about' 37 
years r/o A-6, Shiv Nagar, Near Sophia School Ghat gate · 
Jaipur ' '· 

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

!vERSUS 
! . .: 

1. Sumit Bo~.e, Secretary to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New 
Delhi. · · 

2. Atulesh Jindel, Chief Commissioner of Income Tax , 
NCR Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur 

........ Res~ondents 

(By Advocate Shri p..B.Mathur) 

13. CP No.32/2013 in OA No.57;1/2011 
(1) Rajendra Kumar .sfo Shri Ram Lal, aged around 40 years, 
resident of S-5, Ganpati Nagar, Jaipu~ 

(2) Uttram Kumar :$on of late Shri Kishan Lal, age around-:32 •: 
years, resident of 5'42, Ajmeri Gate;· Indra Bazar, Ja.ipur 

; ·~ 

(3) Om Prakash Morya son of Shri Arjun La I,. age around 33 
years, resident of Nangal Rajawatan, Tehsil and Distt. Dausa 
(Rajasthan) 

( 4) Surendra Parmar son of Shri Ghanshyam Parmar, ?tQe 
around 32 years, resident of 42,: Shiv Nagar, Ghat gate, Jaipur. 

!. . ' 

(5) Vikas Sharma son of Shri Babu.Lal Sharma age· around :24 
yrs., resident of A-4, Deepak Colony, Sheoj:>ur, Sanganer,Distt. 
Jaipur. 

. ' 

(6) Ravi· Sharma son of Shri Gopai.Lal Sharma age around 23 
years, resident of 11, Govind Nagar, J:'gra Road, Jaipur 

.; 
.. , 

. ·.j 

..... ·: 

.. · ... 

,.' 

-:.·. 

. :·<,t'_,. ,. 
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( · '·li CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 

ffi·:! 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013,.24/2013, 25/2013, 

,,._, 

J 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
f 34/2013. 3512013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013; 

•r l 
ir 
.1:' 
w 
~ -r:-

- (7) La I Chand Biloniya son of Shri Dhanna La I, age around 1 2~ 
years, resident of 74;, Kalyan Nagar,· Rampura Road, Sanganer, 

~· 

Jaipur · 

(8) Rupesh Verma So-n of Shri Dilip Singh Verma, age aro"und 
25 years, resident of 4/116, Malviya Nagar, Jaipur 

(9) Rohit · Naruka- son of Shri Rajendra Singh Naruka, age 
around 21 years, Resident of 750-751, Sanjay Nagar, DCM, 
Ajmer Road, Jaipur 

(10) Usha Devi d/o Ram Charan age ~round 36 years, resident 
of Badia Basti,Station Road, JaiplJr. -

. :;:rl 
-' - i ' 

(11) Prashant Saxena son of Shri G.P.Saxena, age around .26 
'>(ears, resident of. 4337, - Saxena Sad an, Nahargarh Ro.9d, 
Purani Basti, Jaipur_ 

(12) -Naveen Kumar Verma son of Shri Jai Raj Ve.rma, age 
around 24 years, resident of 419 , Kamla Nehru Nagar, Jaipur 

(13) Kanahaiya La I Sharma son of Prahalad Rai, Bge around i26 -- __ 
years, resident of 249, Mohalla Purohitan, Amber, Jaipur · 

(14) Umesh Sharma son of Shri Purushottam Sharma,- age 
around 30 years, resident of 2873, Behind : PNT quartrers, 
Vishwakarma Colony, Jaipur. 

(By Advocate"S-hri Amit Mathur) : 

VERSUS 
~ 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary, Ministry of Finance,· 
of Revenue, North Block, New Delhi. 

.. ..... Applicants 

Department 

2.- Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena,.Chai;person, ·central Board~ of 
Direct Taxes, Ministry of Finance, Department· of Revenue,. 
North Block, New Delhi. 

3. Atulesh Jindal, Chief Commissiner of Income Tax, N.C:R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

: ...... . Respondent,s 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

14. CP No.33/2013 in OA No.557/2011 

,::-: 



. 8· 
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I 
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(1) Mahave·er Singh Gehlot. sAo Shri R.C.S.Gehlot, aged about 
33 years, r/o Village Pokarsakabas, Sirsali, Chomu, Jaipur, . 
presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. . 

i 

(2) Jyoti- Nama (Rajor'ia) d/o ~.L.Rajoria, age about 30 years; 
r/o Plot No.13, Ranjeet Nag~r, Dadabari, Sanganer, Jaip_ur. 
Presently working i'n the· Income T~x department, Jaipur. \ · 

_ (3) Hajari La I Sharma sjo s.dsharma,. age around 24 years, 
R/o Village and Post Neemla, !teh$il Rajgarh, Alwar .. Presently· 
working in the Income Tax De~atment,Jaipur. · : 

! 

( 4) Kapil Kumar Sharma S/o Shri A.B. Sharma, Age arou-nd· 31 
years, Resident of D-277, iPrem Nagar, Jhotwara, Jai·pur 
presently working in the Incomie Tax Department, Jaipur. : 

j_5) Sa chin Kumar· .Sharma S/o Late R.C.Sharma, Age arot,Jnd· 
29 years, resident of A-239, N1adhav Nagar, Opp. Durgapura, 
Jaipur. Presently:rworking . in I the Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur. I 

i 
(6) Vasim · Akra·~ s/o Shakil ~hmed, age around 23 years, 
Resident of D-60, · Jalupura, Shastri Nagar, Jaipur, presently 
working in the Income Tax Deplartment, Jaipur. ; ·. 

! . 

(7) Irshad Ali s/o ~:-~ri Shokat Ali, Age around 2_5 years r/o; A-
154, Sector 8, Vid}iadhar Nagar, ]aipur, presently working in 
Income Tax Department, Jaipu~. -

1 

- ' 

.· i .. . - - ... 
(8) Shailendra Gujrati s/o Shri Rajemdra Gujrati , age about· 35 
years, resident ___ of 19/220,_ G~ndhi Nagar, Jaipur. PreseFiltly 
working in Income Tax Departlent, Jaipur. . _ 

. •- I . - - .. - ·-
(9) Shriram Chaudhry S/o Shri! ~am Rai_ CJ1oudhry, age ar9und 
23 years, resident of · ,Villa~e ~ Sanwal_ia~ Cha~s.L:J,_ Jaipur.. •J 
Presently working, in the Incomy Tax Departmen~, Ja1pur. , . 

. ·_ ~ ·- ._:;_ .... '" 1- " . . . - - ,!. >. 
(10) Sury~ Pra~ash s/o_ .?hri 1Om Pra~as~, age. aroun~ :25 
years, Res1dent of 35-36, __ Suohash Marg, C-Scheme, Ja1pur. 
Presently workin'g ·in the Incomr Tax Department, Jaipur. 

i :. . 
' ' ,• ~ 0 ' • .. > J ' : 0' ~., ' ' ·• o •, ' L • > '• 

(11) Jatin Raj aria s/o Shri Ranjan. Rajoria, age around ; 25 
· years, .. resident:_of_,~180,, ~;)~Jah~r_Q.~rh Ro~?, Jaipur, presently 

working in the Income Tax Dep~rtment, Ja1pur 
' I 

i ,- ,- ·k I ,_ ... 

(12) K~·dar Mal·- Burdak,s/cj.· shri -~.R~Burdak, age ·arou-nd: 33 -
years, - residen~--.. ~ of_ Junsiy.9,_, f:O.~-- Etawf_/,_ Jaipur, presently 
working in the Income Tax Depprtment,Ja1pur. -~ 

- i --· ....... Applicants 
I 

- ~ --'. 'i'' ,,,. : : -g,.,..,f i 

·(By. Adv-ocate Shri Am it Matnur j) . 

- .. ------.. ·----------- ---

.•,· 

., ' 

. · .. ~. 

.:;;-: 

"' .··· 

_ .. 
' ; ·. ~ i 
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, P,f CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 
J;ir 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 

9 

i!Jt 26/2013, 27/2013, 28(2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
~tr 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013 ... 
ln: 

It 
{~;'( 
!l/{ 
f[;· 

VERSUS 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary, Ministry of Finance, 
of Revenue, North Block, New Delhi. 

Department 

2. Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena, Chairperso-n, Central Board of 
Direct Taxes, Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 
North Block, New Delhi. 

3. Atulesh Jindal,· Chief Commissiner of Income Tax, N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. · 

·iF'! 

........ Respondents 
f.By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

\..1 15. CP No.34/2013 OA No.554/2011 
(1) Krishna Agrawal d/o Late M.P.Mcdi, age around 39 ye~rs, 
resident of 710, Lashkari : Bhawan, Sangneri Gate, Jaipur, 
presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

(2) Parween Jarwal son of B.S.JarwFJI, age around 30 years, 
resident of 132, Avadhpuri II, Ma:hesh Nagar, Jaipur. Presently 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur 

(3) Vishnu Pareek Son of Shri Ram Babu Pareek, age around 
23 years , resident of 58, Printer: Nagar, Sita Bari, Tonk Road, 
Jaipur, presently working in the Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur . 

.L 4) Dil!p Kumar Sharma son of Shri Lakhmi Kant Sharma, age 
around 31 years, resident of 286/29, Phase-!, Dayanand 
Nagar, Baiji Ki Kothi, Jhalana Dung, JaipuL· Presently working 
in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

(5) Pankaj Kumar son of Devendra Kumar ; age around: 23 
years, resident of 210, Shubham Vihar, Agra Road, Jaipur. 
Presently working in- the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. _ 

(6) Neeraj Kumar son of Shri i Om Prakash, age around 25 
years, resident of 60, Hari Marg, Tonk Road, Jaipur. Presently 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

(7) Surendra Pal son of Shri Munna. Lal,age around 26 ye~rs, 
Resident of 1/19, Topkhana Ka Rasta, Indra Bazar, Jaipur. 
Presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

.• 
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CP Nos. 17/2013,18/2013, 19/2013, :20/201~, 10 
21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, . 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/201.3 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

(8) Suresh Kum~.-~~ Son of lshri'N .. L.Verma, age around: 37 
years, rersident ofE-265-C, ~al Kothi Yojna, Jaipur~ Presently 
working in the Inca..me Tax Department, Jaipur ' 

(9) Rahul Bairwa son of Shd ~.L.Bairwa, age around 25 years; 
resident of 204-A, Bhagwati Nagar, Kartarpura, Jaipur, 
presently working in the Inco~e Tax Department, Jaipur. · 
(10) Arjun La I Verma son of Shri Go pi Ram, age around; 26 
years, resident of Village an~ Post $irsi, Ward No.12, Jaipur, 
presently working in the Incorl]le Tax Department, Jaipur. · 

(11) c Rakesh Kumar ·sharma son of Shri N.L.Sharma, age 
around 25 years, resident of\ Village Badi ki Dhani, Muhapa, 
Sanganer, Jaipur · · 

I ' 
I 

- I 
j_12) Tarun Jain son of Shri Vimal. Kumar Jain, age around 21 
years, residemtof 6/ A, · Panchv!iati · CoJony, Block-C, Sanganer, 

I • 

Jaipur. . ,·;: . i 
· ! ., .: ..... Applicants 

(By Advocate Shri Am it Mathur;) 
. I 

1- {-~ 

I 

iVERSUS 
I . ft . 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary, Mini
1

stry of Finance, 
of Revenue, North Block, New :Delhi. 

bepartm~nt 

' 

2. Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena, Chairperson, Cent'ral Boa~d of 
Direct Taxes, Ministry of Fin~nce, Department of Reven~e, 
North Block, New Delhi. I 

' I 

3. Atulesh JindaL,: Chief Comljllissiner of Income Tax, 
Building, Statue CirCle, Jaipur. i 

N._Q.R . 

. [ 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Matti-ur) 
....... ;.Respondents 

I 
I ·.:'. 

, I 

16. CP No.35/2013 in OA No.SSB/2011 · . 
(1) Chandra Shelshar Sharma ~orL_of N~~.Sharma, age arC?L;mq 
41 years, resident of C-234, · M~h:e.~~ ,.Nag~r , Jaipur, · presently 
working in-the ·Income Tax Dep~rtment, Jaipur · 

(2) Dine.sh Chand son of Shri L~l -~hand, ag-e arou~d 28_years, 
resident of P. No.1; Girdhar Vihar,rAjmer Road,. Jaipur-302Q.15. 
·Prese.ritl·{working in the Incom~ Tax Department, Jaipur. v 

.... 

:,.-

'··i 

··:. 



CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 
21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 

·34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2Q13. 37/2013 and 38/2013.· 
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(3) Avon . Meena, son of N.L.Meena, age around 30 ye~rs, 
resident of Khajalpur, Chaksu, Jaipur,presently working in the 
Income Tax Department, Jaipur · 

(4) Yogendra Kumar Sharma son of R.P.Sharma, age aro'und. 
24 years, resident of 53B-4, Kailash Puri, Amber Road, Jaipur , 
presently working in the Income Tax department, Jaipur. . 
(5) Ramesh Saini. son of ·shri B.L.Sa!rii, age around 25 years, 
resident of 3/330, Malviya Nagar, Jaipur , presently working in · 
the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. · 

(6) . T,arun Jain son of Shri V.K.Jain, age around 21 years, 
Resident of 6A, Panchwati Colony, Sanganer, Jai.pur, presently 
working in the Incdme Tax Depa'rtment, Jaipur · 

£]) Ashok Kumar Saini, son of late Shri J.P.Saini, age around 
25 years, resident of Opp. Manish School, Harmada, Jaipur, 
presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

: . 

· (8) Bajrang Ia I Meena son of Shri H.P.Meena, Ag·e around 33 
years, resident of_ F-36, Mahesh 'Marg, Jaipur, presently 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur . 

.. ; 

(9) Deepak Sa in; son of Shri Ish war La I Sa in, age around. 23 
years, resident of 155, Triveni Nagar,Palari Meena, Jaipur. 
Presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

(10) Rakesh Ku.mar Dixit son of late Shri O.M.Dixit, age 
around 37 years, ~:Resident of Ward l\lo.22, Madhuban Colony, 
Bandi Kui,· Dausa. Presently working in the. Income Tax 
Department, Jaipur . 

. (11) Am it Prasad Sa in, son of Shri Rajendra Prasad Sa in, age 
"around 27 years, resident of B-24, Senath Vihar, Karni Palace. 

Road, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur, presently working in .the Income 
Tax Department, JaJpur 

'I • ' 

(12) Pradeep Saini son of Shri Matlendra Saini, age around 
25 years, resident of 36 , Bhagat Vatika, ·Civil Lines, Jaipur . 

....... Applicants 

(By Advocate Shrl Amit Mathur ) 1 

VERSUS 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary, Ministry of Finance, 
of Revenue, North Block, New Delhi. 

·~ 

Department 

-- -- _ ... ---·--------"---~------- - -- ---- -----

... 
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. fl 
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·~· 
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CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013 20/2013 I ' . 

: ':· ~ : 

21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013', 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

.. 12 

,. 
i 

. i .·•: 

2. Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxenb, Chairperson Central Board of 
Direct Taxes, Ministry of Fin~nce, · Departnient of Revenue, 
North Block, New Delhi. l ··: 

· r- · i · 

3: Atulesh JindaiL Chief c6mrnis~in~r of 'Income Tax, N.t:.R.-
Building, Statue CirCle, Jaipur. j · !· · 

I 
i ........ Respondents 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur )I 
~ 

17 CP<No.36/2013 in OA No.S4!7t2011 . . 
(1) Manoj Kumar son of R.K.Choudhry, age around 31 yea.rs, 
resident of 13/278,. Malviya N1gar,· Jaipur-302015. Presently 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. · ' 

- • ' I . 
.;:.. - . , . , I . :1. . . . 
(2) Murlidhar Sory of Shri Ra~. -~~1, age around 25 years, 
resident of F-278, _:·k~l Kothi Scnerrie, Jaipur~ presently working 
i_n the Income Tax ,Department, :Jafpur. · . 

·_, I , 

(3) Mahaveer Das~:'Bairagi son bf $hri K.D .. Bairagi, age aroJnd 
32 years, resident of 9, Kribhnapuri, Near Model To\Nn, · . I ·. . .. . • 
Jagatpur Road, Jaipur, prersen~ly ·working in the Income Tax 
Department, Jaipur; 

. • 'I .•• >· 
(4) Surendra Godiwal, son of Shri Ramesh ·Godiwal1 '-.a~j'e 
around 25 years, resident of Ct1i2, Secto'r 9; P~asaiJ Nag()~, 
Jaipur, presently ·working in t.he ·Income· Tax Departmetlt, 
Jaipur. 

1 
I 

! ··., -· -' '' .1-.-

(5) Ram Datt Dixit son of Shri Shiv Dat_t Dixit, age. around ·31 
years, resident o_f Vatika, Sanga~er~· Jaipur. Presently working . 
_in the Income Tax Department, J!aipur. t-

. . .. . I : . . . ··- .. 
(6) Devendra . Singh Jadu Soni ot· Shri .. Madaf"! Singh,. ag;e 
around 34 years, residen~ of B-5/Govind Nagar (~ast), Amber 
Road, Jaipur, .; presently workin·g .. in the ·Income_ Tax 
Department, Jaipu~·: . \ ~-

.. I ; , 

(7) ' Subhash ¢,h~~d Sh~'i-ma, [s9~. ~f. ~hri~.P.S~~~ma, .· a~e· 
around 39 years, resident of Bra~r11pun K1 .Gall, Chomu, Ja1pur, 
presently working in the Income f~fx Department~ Jaipur. 

I ·- . 
' . ,,·:. . [.... . .•. _.,. '·: . . 

(8) Suresh. Kumar son ·of Shri \$9_han~ Singh, age~. around 27 · 
years, resident· of 38, Shiv ~agar., •- ,.Ghat· Gat~, . Jaipur ,.. 
presently working in the Income fax Departm.ent, Jaipur. 

I 

,._;, .. . . .. 1 .... >, • . .. . . ..: ': . .•. 

(9) Amar.Singti ,.~on of Shri ChlJmQ,i,. La I ,,~~ge arou11d 41· years, 
resident of 38, Shiv Shankar C016hy, behind Sophia School, 

. I 

I . 
I ;,, 
: .;. 
I . 

I . 
I 

"· 



r/·. t · · .,. I 
·. · •. · f CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 

•.'·'.·' 
.!l ~ . . ~ 

'13 

I r 2112o13, 2212o13, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
t 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 

~· :t 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013, 37/2013 and 38/2013 .. • __ 

·'// Jaipur, presently Working in the Income Ta~ . Department, 
Jaipur. 

(10) Narpat Singh son o-f Shri Ashok Singh, age around. 27 
years, resident of> II/118, I.T.Colony, Jaipur. Presently 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur .. 

(11) Satya Narayan Sharma son of i'ate Shri R.P.Sharma, ~ge 
around 35 years, resident of 11, Govind Nagar, Agra Road, 
Jaipur. Presently working in the Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur., ~ 
(12) Tinku Golecha, son of late Shri Balchand, age around ~27 
years, resident of 6, Nahri Ka Naka, Chandpo·le Bazar, Jaipur, 
presently working· in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

(l3) Ajay Kumar ~Muhar son Shri Shyam Lal, age around 39 
years, resident of._ A-6, Shiv Nagar, Ghat ·Gate, Jaipur, 
presently working ih; the Income Tax Department, Jaipur 

~ ' ' 

(14) Rajendra Kumar Nakwal son Shri Nath Ram Nakwal, age 
around 25 years, --resident of 407, Purani Basb, Chand pole; 
Jaipur, presently working in the- Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur. 

(15) . Yogesh Sain son of Shri Ram La I Sain, age around 29 
years, resident of 1364, Parshava Nath Nagar, Near Cheel G~di ... _ .... 
Restaurent, Sanganer,Jaipur , presently working in the Income 
Tax Department, Jaipur. ·~ 

(16) Dushyant Sain son of shri Ram Lal Sain, age around ~32 
years, Resident of 1364, Parshava Nath Nagar, Near Cheel 
Gadi Restaurant, Jaipur . Presently working in the Income Tax 
~epartl)lent,. .Jaipur~_ 
, · .: ..... Applicants 

(By Advocate Shri Amit Mathur ) 

VERSUS 

1. sumit Bose, Secretary, Ministry o~ Finance, . Department 
of Revenue, North Block, New Delhi. . 

2. Dr. Poonani Kishore Saxena, Chairperson, Central Board of 
· Direct Taxes, Ministry of Finance, Department of Reven.~e, 
North Block, New Delhi. 

3. Atulesh Jindal, Chief Commissiner of Inco~e Tax, N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

-----· _____ , ______ _ 
- - ·--7~T ;---- -·--·-



···~:t~~;;;4i;1;:~~~i~;:~~~:S?h}~t\W~f~~t~Jttt.\ ·:_-:, ·}~~it· :/ _ 

CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013,\ 
21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
_26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/201!3 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013,-37/2013 and 38&013. 

I 
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I 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur il) 
........ Res.pondents 

: ... : ~ . 

18. CP No.37/201~fln· OA Nb.S55/2011 

(1)_ -Kailash Meena son of Lq:. Meena, age around 40 yeqrs, 
resident of 153, Income Tax ~olony, Jaipur, presently working 
m the Income Tax Department! Jaipur. 

(2). Mpyur Kumar son of R.K.Chaudhry, age around 27 years, 
res1deot of G-19, Sidharth Nagar; Nand Puri , Jaipur. Presently 
working in the Income Tax DeRartment,. Jaipur. _ · · 

' 
(3) Uttam Benewal, so~ ·of\ Shri Lal Chand Bemewal, age 

..aroUnd 40 years, · resident ·of D-37, Amritpuri, Ghat Gate, 
Jaipur, presently ·working In I the Income Tax Departme:nt, 
Jaipur. I ; 

( 4) Rajkumar Benewal son of Shri c;;.D.Benewal, age around 
39- years, ·resident of Shiv s!hankar Colony, Behind ·sophia 
Schooi,Jaipur, presently wdrkin:g in the Income Tax 
Department, Jaipur. · I 

I 
' . 

(5) Mahesh Atal son of late\ Shri L.N.Atal, age CJround b2 
years, resident of 3149, Raigcj,ron Ki Kothi; Ghat gate, Jaipur. 
Presently working in the Incorn~ Tax Department~ Jaipur. : _ 

. - . I I : • t 

(6) Ashok Kumar Sa in son d>f Shri- Ram Kishore :sain,_; age. 
around 27 years, B-66, J.P.Colony,···sector-4, Vidyadhar Nagar, 
Jaipur presently ·working in ithe · Income Tax· Department, 
Jaipur. ' 

... 

(7) Heera Lal son of Shri Chitar;Mal, age aro~nd32 y~ars, •~ 
resident of 168, Nahri Ka Naka,i S.ikar House, Chand pole Baz,ar, 
Ja!puri presently :··_working in \the·'· Income Tax D~partment,_ 
Ja1pur. _ . ! - • _ • 

- . I , 
(8) vasudev Sharma son of s~rj___s:L.Sharma , age around 27 . 

. years, resident of_Village ChanqetKalan, .1ehsil Chaksu, Jaipur. 
Prersently, .working· in_ the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. -~ 

' I , I • 

(9) Rahul Kuma~ Pareek, __ son! of_ Shri Prabhu Narain _pare~k, 
age around 25 years, resfdent ... oL_54, Shivaji Nagar, S~asri . 
Nagar, Jaipur, ,. :presently working in the In'come. Tax. 
Department, Jaipur. \ . 

(10) Mahengra- Singh spn_. of I ~bh __ .,Ma-laram, age around 33 
years·, rersident ~of Dud9wali_, 

1 

Kn.e~ri, Jh_~njhunu. Presently 
working in the Income Tax Depfrtment, Ja1pur. 

I 

... 
'.l. 

·"<. 

. ·' :~ 

. ------·-·-----:-1:.:.- ----------!-: -----------·-------------------------·-···· ···-···-- . 
•. I 



, ,, . (!II CP Nos, 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, . ,.,;·.:···' 

,; i 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
' 15 

J 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
f 34/2013, 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

,1; .... 

' 

(11) Surendra Kumar Pival, son ·of Shri Ram Prasad, age 
around 27 years,. rersidentof GG-29, Hasan Pura, Jaip\.Jr, · -
presently working in_ the Income Ta?C Department; Jaipur. - . · 

;· i (12) Mahaveer Singh son of Shri Kishore singh, age around :29 
_l years, resident of Kathmana, Malpura, Tonk, presently working 

. Ji in the Income Tax-Department, Jaipur. · : . _ 
. §1 

J 
.f{ _- (13) Nihal Chand: Sharma son of Shri Radhey Shyam, age .. r arounq 32 years, resident of 36, Sita Ram Purii Amber Ro~d, 

, Jaipur .. 
(' .. : ..... Applican~s 

(By Advocate Shri Amit Mathur ) 

- .... 

VERSUS 
•, 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary, Ministr)r of Finance, 
of Revenue, North Block, New Delhi. 

Department 

2. Dr. Poonam Kidhore Saxena, Chairperson, Central Board' of . 
Direct Taxes, Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenye, 
North Block, New Delhi. 

3. Atulesh Jindal, Chief Commissiner of Income Tax, N.ClR. 
Building,_ Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

' 

........ Respondents 
(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

~ .. cp"·No.38/2013 in OA No.556/2011 '9 

(1) Raj Singh son: of Shri Laxman Singh, age a. round· 44 yea-rs, -· · -
resident of 4 Ch 35, Shastri Nagar Housing Board, Jaipur 

. . ' . 

(2) Vinoc;l Bihari: Sharma son of Madan Mohan Sharma~ age 
around 34 years, r~sident of Plot No.A-131, M.ahesh Nagar,. · 
Jaipur-302015. 

(3) Gyan Chand Phulwaria son of Ram Dhan Phulvaria, a~ge · 
around 25 years, resident of 205 -A, Sri Kalyan Nagar Phat~k, 
Kartarpura, Jaipur. 

(4) Naveen Gupta son of Shri J.P.Gup.ta, ag~ around 26 
years, resident _of A-168, Tara Nagar, Jhotwara, Ja1pur. 

' . 

(5) Khushal Chand Kadela son o_{ ~-hriNemi C_hand , a'ge 
around 25 years, resident of 814, ShJVaJI Nagar, Ja1pur. 

' . 



.1.. ·.or. } ~-! · · '::¢;~,T;.1iH',.'N"t'~l~·~~~~~~~~'~'f0t,l))~~i~I~Jiiil:~, ; ;,, ~i'-'·Y'' '·'J: . .. . . ,. ,,,,,. 

·. . CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013 20/2013 : 
, .. · 21;2013, 2212o13, 23/2013, 24/201

1

3, 25/2013, 1 

f1 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013,. 
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f . 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013; 

I. \' 
! . 

~. . ...... Applicants r 
(By Advocate Shri A[llit Mathur )I <; 

I 

I 

WERSUS I . 
I 

1. Sumit .Bose, Secretary, Ministry of Finance, 
of Revenue, North Block, New Pel hi. 

I 
< I 

·v 

Department 

2.. Dr. ,Poonam ~i~hore Sax~na,\ Chafrperson, Central Board of 
.Dtrect Taxes, Mmtstry of Fmance, Department of -Revenue, 
North Block, New Delhi. \ . · . · 

I 

3,j!.. Atulesh Jindal, Chief Commlissiner of Income Tax, N.C~R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. l 

I 

........ Respondents 
(By Advocate Shri R .. B.Mathur) I 

I . 
ORDER 

I 

All these Contempt Petition~ haye been filed for the n:on 
I . 
I 

. compliance of the order of this Tribunal· in . OA 
. ! ·. . 

No.47 /2012(Kailash Chand Jat V~. UOI) and ott.ler c9nnected 

matters which were decided by qrder dated 17.10.2012. The 
' . 
I. 

... 

· notices were issued to the respondE:mt~. The re.spondents have 
I • . 

submitted the reply and enclosedl,the compliance report dafed 

24/25th March, 201i at Anne*ure.:.R/1. No reply by the. 
/ I . 

. I' 
respondents has been filed in CP No.32/2013 in · OA 

No.571/2011. , However, parti~s agreed that the, rej?ly 
I . I . 

submitted in other connected contempt petitions be treated as. 
I . .~ , 
i 

reply in this contempt petition als0. 
. ~I 

I "-~~ 
I • 
I 

I 
----------~-~··-=-· -----

1 

I 
I 

I 
I 

-·i· 

'. :-·:. 

•"·\_··· 

' -~-

~. ; . 
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2. Since all the con_~~mpt petitions have been filed for the n9n­

compliance of the q_rder of the Tribunal dated 17.10.12 in ·OA 
- -

No.547/2011 and!other connected matters~ therefore, with.t.he · 
. ' 

consent of the parties, all these contempt petitions are being 
· ' : ;.f· .-I· ~·:'7:· ,. :· · .•. ·;.~ 

disposed off by a common order. ·For the sake df convenierice· r·. 

the fac;ts of Contempt Petition No.17/2013 in OA No.47/2012 

are being taken on record. 

....... . ' 
3. The learned. counsel for the petitioners 5/Shri P.N.Jatti and. 

; . 
;. __ 

'\.-Am it' Mathur submitted that respondents have not: compli;ed 
<"• ·' . : 

fully with the orde~k of the Hon'ble CAT. The learned couri~el-· . 
. '' 

for the petitioners submitted that Para 10 of the order is the 

operative part which is quoted below~. 

"Para 10 : Consequently, these OAs are· disposed of in view of the 
judgment rendered by the Division Bench of the CAT-Joc;lhpur Bench vJde 
its order dated 14.8.2012 and the judgment of the CAT-JodhpUr Bench 
be treated as part of this judgment." · · 

He further argued that the Jodhpur Bench vide its order dated 

r~.8.2012. in OA No.531/2011 and ·other connected matt¢rs 

ordered the following reliefs:-

"(i) The impugned order dated 31.5.2011 [A1] is quashed. 
·~ 

(ii) The respondents are directed to continue making payment to ~he · 
applicants @ 1/30th of the pay at the ·minimum of the. time scale of the. 
Group-O staff plus dearness allowance i.e.Rs.292 per day as basic pay . 
w.e.f. 1.7.2008 with _all consequential be~efits. .i 

(iii) No modification. of the OM· dated 12:9.2008 is warranted.· as- the:,''<·Y'>'···;,·i:''>:'''·' ;.:.H!>"P' 

legality of the OM has not been in ch~llenge nor would the same j be 
necessary for granting the reliefs (i) and (ii). 

(iv) No order as to the costs." 

4. A bare perusal of this order makes it clear that the 

applicants before ·· the Jodhpur ·Bench ··were allowed the 
~~.· 

---- - ------~--------~ 



.:.:·.:·· 

,. f 
·.' .f;'~ ······' :; ; •:;c·,· ... ,. 

I 
: .·· 

~ 1 • 

, l CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013~ :! : : 
~~ 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/201:3, [ 18 
' 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, ! .. 
'" 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013, 37/2013 and 38/20:1.3. .i 
jf' 1 ~ .. l payment @1/30t

11 
of the pay qt the minimum of theitime· sc~le 

t/ .J,:' I i 
:{ -f.L 
/. r 

of G~oup-D staff plus DA i.e! Rs.292- per day as. basic ~ay · 
. . I . 

w.e.f. 1. 7.2008 with all cons~quential benefits. Whereas. the 
: f 

: 

respondents in th.e present ca~e have allowed the paymemi of 

Rs.292 w.e.f. 1.6.2011. T
1

hus if the compliance rep~rt-. 

$Ubmi~ted by the respondentJ at:Annexure R/I · is accep~ed 
I. . . 

· then there would be two sets\ of employees getting differtnt .· · .. 
l ::\ !'. 

pay though both sets of employees a·re similarly situated. dne 
' f. 

- I 
set of employees . who agitat~d their grievances before qAT 

~.: .· .. 
Jodhpur Bench would be getting the daily wages of Rs.292 per 

. ~ 

. . . I ... H • ' : • • [ \~-~::· ... : • ••• -

day w.e.f. 1.7.2008 while the: second set of.employees W,ho 

agitated their grievance before CAT; Jaipur Bench would lbe 
I . : 

getting the daily wages of Rs.2~2 per day w.e.f. 1.6~2011. t · 

! r . . . 
I 

I . ; . 

5. The learned ~ounsel 'for the petit_ioners further ·submit~~.d . 
. . . . . ·-.· . ::.. : . ' ; .- . . : . . : ~ . 

that Para 7 of the order dated 17.10.2012 in OA No~547/2011 
I 1 

I 
•. {~· ~ I • ,•' ~:. . ., • ' ~ . 

: .·.·l;, 

and other connected matters lis an. observation and no~ a 
. 1 · .,r · ·~·· ·. · 

• : ···••. ~ · ':•· ' I • ' • ' ; . ' t . . ' , 
direction. The direction is contained in Para 10 of. the Order.. . ., :.. . 

I .. j • "~ .. ~ ~ . : ~:: . •. .. 

(which· has been. quoted in Para 3 above · of this order)• ·:· 
. . ,. ~. '. )._ •.:. ... . . . . ·'<·' , .. ,._ I .,. ... .. . : 

Therefore, compliance report s:ubmitted by the responde~ts 
· . · I . . ' . i . 

~- I . ,i 

should not be accepted and th'e respondents be directed~ to. 
I • ! ~ 

allow the applicah'f~ daily wag~s. @ Rs.292 P'er ~ay w.e.f. 
·' . ~- : 

1. 7.2008. ' . 
., 

. _,.,.,· ·I , .,. . - . . ' ..... 
6. The learned counsel for the \Petitioners" submitted that ~he · · 

,. t~· •· . . ". . \ ... ·.;,. . ·. .,.. . . . t.. . . 
order of the CAT ·Jodhpur-Bene~ d~te~ __ 14.~8.2012 has been 

. W":~~~~~~~;~·: :::~:.c.:::;.f-- ! . 

I·. 
I 

..... --- --------------'-1 ------ ·-·-!-·:-·-:--~·-~· -
I ,.; 
~ .. , 
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.. 
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CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013,, 19/2013, 20/2013, 
?1/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, ' 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

i 

I • 

I 
I. 

upheld by the Ho~.~p,le High Court of Rajasthan,· J.odh'pu~;·,ae:n 
. i ·~ . : .· .· '· .. 

Jodhpur and the ·or~cfer of CAT Bench~Jaipur dated J-?.16.2' 
' i ' 
1 ! . 

has- also been u~held by the Hon'ble High· Court;··'!Rajefst. 
I 

Jaipur Bench, JaiRU.r. i 
I 
; . 

I 

! I 

· 7. On the ·other! hand the learned counsel for r¢spo 
! .. : .... ,l ~ . . . ·. 

. . I . 

submitted that the directions of this Tribunal are contain I . ! 
I : . '. . . 

Para 7 of the order dated 17.10.2012 in OA No.547/201t:· · 
~ . r .· . . ! .•. •· .•.. • 

other connected I i;Tlatters. He submitted that 
,. i :tf·: 

~ Jaipur· having con~ldered the order dated 14~8.:2 
I ... , .• :· 
! .:·. 
I i 

CAT, Jodhpur· B~hch quashed the·· impugned o~der:;: C:t 
i . ! ; 
! . I . .· : . ., .. ,, · .•.•.. ,,.,,.,,,._ 

31.5.2011. and directed the respondents to continue , .. rna · · ·. 
1 . i . ' .. • 

payment to the a~plicants @ Rs.292 per day instea~ of· R~~· .. ·"···· ...... A .. .-•• ~ •• 
I . . 

i i. . . : .. ···. 

per day from the jdate when lesser PC!.Yment of Rs~ 1~:~·p~. ··. 
. I , : .. . . 

was paid to the applicants. The Tribunal further directed •. . I 
1 i; 

the applicants are, also entitled ·to. arrears of lesser p · · 
I I 
I . 

. I 

~id b~. the respord~nts. 
I 
I 

· I \f · . ·;[·.:·~- ~ ... · 
8. The learned coljhsel for the· respo.ndents further~- sub 

, I • , 

l - I 
• f . . . i ' .. ., :. 

that there is no direc;:tions in Para 1q of the order :pf'the•· 
' . i 

dated 17.10.2012. It only. states that OAs are qisp 
. I i •. 

view of the judg~ent rendered by Dfvisiori. B~nch; ·qf:''th ·.,..· .. 
. i 

f 

Jodhpur Bench. vide_ its order dated .14.8.2012 an4; ~in:<e1,:·:w ",;M~)·;i}:.;;.:;. 
OAs were disposJd of in view of the ·order of th~ C~T Jod~. I I .··· . 

Bench, therefore) the judgment of CAT -Jodhpur Bench w~ ·•., 
I . . r ~.'·. 
! . 

be treated as pa~t of the order. date_d 17.10.2012. Th 
! ' .i ._'!/ .:~':· --·-; 

... 

! -- - ------- ---~-----'---~------r---"-i-·~~~"';•j;'~~ 



-·····-:. 
·-· .. 

·cP.Nos. 17/2013, 1B/2013/ 19!2013, ibJ~ob, . 
21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
34/2013, 35/2013. 36/2013 .. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

! 20 l . 
L : 
~-- ·. 
r . 
·i . 

Bench has not gone into details of the merits · bf the !OA 

independently ·and it relied on the order dat~d 14.8.2012!6f 
. ' f 

. ' •i 

the CAT-Jodhpur Ben.ch while: quashing the impugned or~er · 
'ti 

dated 31.5.2011, therefore, it was necessary that the orde~ of 
I ' • (. 

CAT Jodhpur Bench dated .. 14.8.2012 be made a part of the 

order pat~d 17.10.2012 o.f CAT _:Jaipur Bench. There is ino· 
, . I !, . . . ~ 

:..~, . 

directio'ns of CAT : Ja-ipur Bench to the· respondents to pay-·d~ily 
··:.:,.·· I ! . 

wag"es Rsi29'2 per:,Eiay to the petitioners w.e.f. 1.7.2008. ·lHe .. 
- . ,. f . 

. . I 

ftrther argued that- even the pray~~ of the applicants. in OA is 
. ' . . . ' . . . ~- i ~ ~ ;. 4 

to pay Rs.29~ per day w.e.f. 1:6.2011. Therefore, ~he 

respondents have· fully ·complied ·with the order da~ed · 
i i_: 

17.10.201:2 passed in OA. No.547/20_.11 and other connec*ed 
.. -·. 

matters. Therefore, contempt_ petitions be dismissed a'nd· 

notices be discharged. 
i 

. ; 
. . . f !~ . ,-, ~·-

,· ·: ·., : ' . .. :- . I. : 

9. Heard the lea·rne'SJ counsels for the parties and perused-~h:e_; 
:~· .. 

documents on n~cc)rd. 

~. . 

"' 

r ,_ ._, . 
: l 
·h ~-

. . ... . .. . ,., ·. . ,., •... •;:,·, ·t . 
10. We have carefully peruse.d the order passed by this beqch 

. I 
i 

dated 17 .. 10.2012 in. OA No.547/2011 and other conn:ect,e,d· 
I 

matters. We ahi~ of the opinion :.th.~t the di·rectio.ns of ~e 

Tribunal to. the resp.ondents are given, in Pa-~a 7. Pa-~a 7 of the · 

order is-quoted bef&.w: 

. i··. -~' ' . . :. :: __ ,~;__ ~-- ·. ;f.'l.. . ·., .;>·?-·::. ·; :~·;:\ .. :t., ·. 

''Para 7: HayitJQ_;:~considered the riY,,?I submJ?Sions of th~ .. respeC:t!\IE( ... 
parties and upcir(carefyljierusC!I o{,J_he material avajla~l-~".C?n .. ~~f<?rP.~>:::'. · 
and:-the relief clairhed''b.Ythe appliC;ants, $0 far a_s the feli¢f claim.~dt> · 
by' t'he applicants._tb quash"and sefaside. the lmpugrieC:f':a·rder datep.}~, ... 

· 31.s.2"o11 is cori'CE~rhea, _the ~#9'ment rendered bV the'· t4t.::' 
: ··.{'.· ·.\. . :-::·: '.:·~.'tt~z:. .. ·· ;-~.;--:· :;::;,~···----,, · , 

'· -~· ·~ 

; . 



. :~ ' . 

··--. 

·-·· 

;;!ti =-=~~-~- I 

. (.~<' :~P Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013j ·19/2013, 20/2013, 

,_ 

";'.· 
: 

-~ f 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/201;3, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
. 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 

34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013, '37/2013 and 38/2013. 
i 
! . 1 

Jodhpur Bene~ is fully applicable as the Division Bench 
CAT-Jodhpur has already quashed· and set aside th1e>ritn 
order dated 3~.5.11. Therefore, having considered thlbrd .,.., ...... UL<;;ou 

14.8.12 of th~ CAT-Jodhpur Bench, so far as the imp1ugn : · · •.. 
dated 31.5.11/is concerned, the same is quashed and ~ef':a · · 
respondents are directed to continue making payM,ent.~to -)~,~{ .. ~.' ~-<;;l:!:'ikf" 
applicants @ ~s.292 per day Instead of Rs.164 per d:ay. -·· · · ·· 
date when lesser payment of Rs.164 per day is 'P~·Id) 

_ ::,_,.:".'·r'ii':~·,applicants;-.. ,··:\··T~_e_fj.appllcants·t•are···also·"entltled'"'tm~rarreai"-c ~~<A:F?fkf~ 
payment paid by the respondents." ' 

. I . - . ' :. .-
1 • i .· . -· 

From the read in~ ·of this Para it is clear that the :_imp· . 
i 

order dated 31.5.11 was quashed. and •.set 
! 
I 

I 
r~spo_ndents were~-~-~rected to continue making p .. 

applicants @ Rs.29.2 per day instead· of Rs.164. 
. I , 

1 .;_ ,_ 

,, . I >·· : 
'vwhen lesser payme:n.t of Rs. t64/- · per day wi:ls ., I . . .. 

'j ~~ . . 

applicants. The ]applicants were also entitled 
I ~· 

lesser payment paid by the respondents. . 

1 

:~. In so far ::,yl1':::·::~;;:·n·~f":~e···r:::~ed co~n . . , . " 

applicants that·thi O[der at Annexure:R/1 were,tq 

a-s compliance of :the orders of this Tribunal in res"'"'' ..... ".'""'" I 'c .. , . 

disobedience is-. al,l,~ged . in the . above batch .. ·: ·.c:_"' if:""-"" :r . 4' •. l ;~ ~~·. . . ·;.,c.;"ii"'l·Fii~~"t1 

petitions then there :twould be;:· two. sets of empl _ .... · ......... , ........ . . ·I ,;:~~ . ',- .. : 
different pay though :both the sets of employees: a 

I . ·_. 
situated and one .. set of employe~s Who ag 

I 
·grievances before lc.A.T., Jodhpur Bench would .be '· 

. .,,.,, ': •_.~.'c",•j\.•;;•ir;l'':":T:.~.;;",:~ ~-;:· .• ~;:;:",:·,_..·, '.:'-;~;':~;--;.-:;~·::; ... •;:;.:> '• }:~: ·~· .. ·• ·.,"" • : ·, .: ''\'(: '.· •. ::•,:<:~~:!,:,~~~-: •' • ,:: • '' ' ·.·). daily,.~ages·· ofRs"> 292/~ per day wit~i effect from 0 
' I . 

w.hile second set. bt. ~mployees who agitat~d .tbe,ir . I . . . . .. · -· . . . - :. 
. . 

·before C.A.T., Jai8ur; Bench would be getting the. 

o~ Rs.292/- per daly;,~ith effect from 01.06·~~11._· :I 
\'·h '.. -·:,~·)·~~iJ 



·'';· ~~H .... : .• ,~:·f'··:;;·,i'''<·::;;i; ~;;;:: .. ; ·. 

CP Nos. 17/:iOi3, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/:2013, . 
21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013~ 24/2013, 25/2013,' 
-26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2b13. 

; . 

· substance, the a;rgument of ~the·. learned-· counsels 

applicants is that the order passed by the . resphhde 
. f . . . . ·f~ ~! ·: ,· ·. ::·- ·, 

. . ., . .,., i ':>. ·__ -. 

Annexure; R/1 results. in discriminating the appliCahts_-:,,:si' 
-:. j .·. 

. I .. 

they are ·not treated on par with the other employ~es. ) -

may observe that .this contention may be a ground for them 

get a r_elief on par With that of the a"pplicants before 
. l • ·. 

Jpc:J)JR~rt~-~rJsb.:·;··~-~~:;S:~'~- s.?Jrn.~ .. 7f!n .n9t.l?~.c:§L,.g.r,gu 
proceed ih the cobtempt proceedings·~ The settled 
i.. : . . . ~. '• 
law is that in a c9ntenipt proceedings what is- required .. to·· ,,, · .. -o-r· 

gone into is whether there is substantial complianc~-or h. 
: I ' :: ,,<;:·.[·<Hie'' .. :··:·.,-· 

,_ 

whether there· is ~ l willful disobedience on the t.:;;tpart\:• ... ·· •. ".,.,_, ..... 
, , 1 • • ~ , I • ' , , • ' • ; ' : • 

i · . I; .. · 

. -; ',' i ! :- •. . -. 

respondents. . - Hence we .an~ not . inclined to -accept;; ... 

arguments of the leqrned counsels for the applicants;: 
. : ·.; : 

.. . ~ . . . . . ; I . . . 
12. We are inclined ,to agree with the submission made by 

I ~: 'J' : . 

learned counsel for the respondents that Para 10 of ;this o 

·. __ . does ·nafgJv~·a_n;v'idire{Gttan\·ta ~her~sponC:I~·(l·ts:~' Th ,,; · 
. I I • ; 

. . . i. . . . . . ~- . -_ . .- "! . 

disposed . off in vi~w: of the orqer of CAT -Jodhpul" ~rnch;.: 
i , .: ·.. I • • :! :. 

Bench h.as not go'ne !·into merits crf the order dated::·?,~. 
' . i . . ~ ! . ' 

, I . • .: • ::~ ~ : ::, ;', •. -. 

before quashing it he said order.- This Bench· qu~sh · .· 
-- . :~ . - : -· - - "-n~:>-'·: ;.:.' 

impu·g·ned"order·dated 31.5;20;1.1 relying on~the ord,Ef.rsLpf;:, 
. . . . I.'- _,.,-

Jodhpur Bench·.· ! T,herefore, ·the :-Judg_ment of CAT-Jodh 
t_•,: 

. •t,'" 

I 
I ·-

Bench was to be- treated as .;part . of the 
I ,.1 

17.10.2012. 

i 
-I 

~-:_~L~~ 
order 

.i 

_, -~-- -- ---<----'---~------
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CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 
21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013 25/2013 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, ;32/20d, 33/2013, 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013.· 

... '"'"'·"-to· ,, 

I 

13. We have also p'erused the pleadings in original applicatJon 

of the petitioners under the relief clause. Relief clause s.2 is 
'{> . 

' ~ 
quoted below : 

l 

" It is further prayed that by a suitable writ/order or the direction·~the .... ,. · 
respondents be directed to pay the arrears of the per day wages with 
the rate of Rs.292/.:. per day with effect from 1.6.2011 and onw~rds 
and the respondents also be directed to pay the arrears with effect • 
from 1.6.202011." · f 

~ . 

Thus the prayer of the petitioners 'themselves was for the 

payment of arrears w~e.f. 1.6.2011. 

. . I 
\.J 14. ;J"herefore, we are of the view that the respondents h~ve 

~ 
i 

substantially complied with the orders dated 17 .10.2q12 · 
q 

. ·:. ~ . 

passed in OA N0 .. 547/2011 and other connecte9 matters of t,his ... · 

Tribunal and, therefore, no contempt is made out. 

1 ' 

15. Hence,.contempt petitions are dismissed. Notices issuedito ·• . . ., 

the respondents 'are discharged. A copy of this order lbe . r 
'· i . 

placed on the files of CP No. 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/20~3, 
. ~ . 

' I 
~l/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/20~3, 25/2013, 26/201,.3; 

~ 

27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 34/2013, .. 35/20l3, 
. ! 

36/2013, 37/2013 and 38/2013. However, it is mad·e. cl~ar 
~ 
t 

. I 

that if the petitioners still h~ve a grievance then they are\ ~t 
' 

liberty to. seek . the redressal of their grievance before ~he 

appropriate forum. 

·' "--· ... ,, 
I\ .·:. r 

( M -. N-A~G_A_RA:::;-.. ··J.-A-\.r-N-:-=-)--":· 

JUDICIAL MEMBER 
Adm/ 

--------· 

•. 


