
CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

ORDERS OF THE BENCH 

Date of Order: 0~.04.2014 Lo~· bY ·'l..o\y_) 

CP No. 35/2013 (OA No. 558/2011) 

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. 

...,-. Ll' c.r-
( M. NAGARAJAN) 

JUDICIAL MEMBER 

Kumawat 

~;.);.~~' 
(ANIL KUMAR) 

ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER. 
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·1. ·. SLim it Bose, ·:secretary· to :·.the -Gover.hfne[lf of Th.di,a/; . 

·. ~~~bWYi·gc ... ~~yance, · :oepartm e~t· ot··~.~v~ n u.'i, ·[e!~~c··· 
.. ·. ~ ·(, ·\.:: ?_~;' .:. :: ' . . ,. :, . . ·. 

2 · · Atu'le§b.:'Ji~;d~f/:}thief'.· ~brnmissi6n:er of:Incorne J~·x:~., ~ 
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· ;(By Advocate Shri·:.R. B.:Mathur) 
. ... . -.::::: .. ~-;:Respond,erits ·. 
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:Ra rn'esh' .. Kum'a r: .. i:Sha rm'·a/< son! '·o('.shri.' .:•sn'arriia; .. ·,:. ;'.by . ·,cast- W:'-' 

.Sharma·,· a·ged:··about 37·<yea·r~; }/.9 New __ Col9nY,' Gpn'er, Jaip:~r~· .·:;};< •· 
. . .. r . , .•.. :-:·· - -~ . • ·,., ; .- ..•. ; .::;,,i.:l ~·.Appli4,9,nt- >F·· 

· ;·(By Advdc~·te.st1ri'~P. N-:Jbhi ) ;_~ · · '). · .. 4. 
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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. 3612013, 37/2013 and 38/2013._ 

(" ' 

'::~ ,/ ~W1'itr~~::r 
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. 5. CP No. 21/2013 in OA No.62/2012. , 
Dinesh Ku.mar Sen s/o Shri Paras Ram Sen, by cast Sen, aged 
about 33 :years, Resident of Plot No.273,vishva Karma Colony, 
Jaipur · 

....... Applicaf}t 
(By Advocate Shri P:N.Jatti ) 

VERSUS 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary ~p 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 · 

. . 
........ Responde~ts 

(By Advocate Shri R. B. Mathur ) 

6. CP No.22/2013;in OA No.S0/2012 . . . . . . 
Jetendra Singh s/6 Raw at Singh, ~y cast Rao~ aged aboutv 37 
years, r/o E-46,. Mazdoor Nagar, Ajmer Road, Jaipur, -

_ · · · ....... Applicaflt 
(By Advocate Shri P.N.Jatti ) · · 

VERSUS 

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

2. Atule~h Ji'ndel,. Chief Comrrlissioher of Income Tax 
NCR,.BuildJng, Statue Circle, Jaipur 

.. ; .... Jtesponde(lts . 

(By Advocate Shri ·R.B-.Mathur) 
-~ 

'· ,.: . .- i'"-

7 .. CP No.:23/2013 in OA No.SS/2012 ' _ 
· Umesh Chandra Pal s/o Shri Banwari La I 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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·l', f CP Nos. 17/2013, ist2013, 19;·2013, 20/201 I 

. l j 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/20 

........ 

4 : .. 

· e~:/" 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, .. . 
I~· 34/2013, 35/2013, 36/2013, 37/2013 and 38)2013. · 

lf\1 11, 

. !-

~~\: .a n· trj 

!F l~ 
~~~ :, 

·VERSUS 

1. Sumit Bose,· Secretary to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Finance, 

1

[ Department _of R:evenue,. New 
Delhi. 1 

I 
I 

2. Atulesh Jindel, .Chief I Commissioner of 'In~ome Tax , 
, . NCR Building, Statue ~ircle, Jaipur · 

i 

. ·I ........ Respondents 
(By Advocate Shri ~'·B. Mathur } 

.[=·- I 
"j 
.. , . 

.;.... - ~ I 
8. CP No.24/2013 m OA No.53/2012. 
Anil Sharma s/b Shri Shyam S

1

under Sharma, by cast Sharma, 
aged about 25 ·years , Village and post Jahota, Teh. Amer, 
Jaipur, 

....... Applica~t 
(By Advocate ShriP.N.Jatti ) 

.: 

\VE~SUS 

1. Sumit BOse, Secretart to\ the Government of India, . 
, Ministry of Finance, Department of R(3venue, NE3w 

Delhi. '• . ·, 

2. Atulesh Jin.ciel, Chief Commissioner of Inc~me Tax , 
NCR Buildin'g, Sta~Ue 9ircle, Jaipur. i 

........ Res.po'ndents 
(By ·Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

. I , 
· 9. CP No.25/2013-in OA No.64A2012 . , \._ . 
· Bhagchand Gothwal s/o · Shri ·1 Rani ·Dhan' G6thwal, by cast 
Gothwal,. aged about .29 years , r/o Village Esharwala, Via 
Morija, Jaipur 

., ....... Applicant 
(By -Advocat~ Shri P.N.Jatti ) 

I 
I 

'I 

WERSUS 
·,. ~--·, 
~ : . 

I 
I 

I 
I 

~ :· 
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CP Nos. 17/2013, 19/20131 19/20131 20/2013, 
21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/201~, 25/2013, 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 
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1. .sumit Bose, Secretary to the Government of -India, · 
Ministry df Finance, Department of Revenue, New 
Delhi. -~ 

2. Atulesh Jindel,· Chief Com.niissioner ~f Income Tax , ·. 
NCR Build~ng, Statue Circle, Jaipur 

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

. . 
10. CP<No.26/2013 in OA No.S2/2012· 

··$arvan Kumar s/o Madan La I, ,b,Y cast Harijan, aged about :34 
years, r/o Hari Marg, Raigar B.asti, Malviya Nagar, Jaipur · · 

~Y Advocate $hr{ P. N.Jatti ) 
........ Applicant 

VERSUS 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary to the Gove~nment of India, ... 
Ministry cW Finance, Department of Revenue, New· 
Delhi. 

2. Atu.l.esh· JiMdel, Chief Commissioner of 'Income Ta~-! , 
NCR Buildi"ng, Statue Circle, jaJpur. 

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

~ >~ ' •• 
' .. ·.· __ . 

11. CP No.27/2013 in OA No.Sl/2012 
Leelam Chand · s/o Tulsa Ram, by cast Maghwal, aged about 
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 In~ia, 
Ministry of· Finance, Department of Revenue, New 
Delhi. · 

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

· ........ Respondents 
,· .. 

····----------



' 
·' - j 

CP Nos. 17/2013,-18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013 i ' 
2112o13, 2212o13, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 1 . 

26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013,: . 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 3712013 and 38/2013·. 

. . ' l 
(By Advocate Shri R. B. Mathur ) : 

i 
I 
I 
I 

. . I . . 

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

6 

9 ' 

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 ) I 

iVERSUS 

....... Applica~t 

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

1. Sum it Bo~ .. e, Sec;retaryi to.· the _Government of .India, 
Ministry of Finance, !Department of Revenue, New 
Delhi. / • · · . -~ 

; I ~ . . I 

2. Atulesh 'Jindel, Chief Qommissioner of Income Tax , 
NCR Building, Statue Ciircle, Jaipur · 

I 
i 
i 
i 
! 

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

I 

........ ResJ?ondents 

13. CP No.32/2013 in OA No.5711/2011 
(1) Rajend·ra Kumar -s/o Shri Ram La I,· aged aro'und 40 years, 
resident of S-5, Garipati Nagar, Jaipur 

I ' 

. : I . . . . . . . . .. 
(2) Uttram Kumar-,~on of late ~hri _Kishan Lal, age around ,32 
years, resident of 542, Ajmeri Gre; Iildra Bazar, Jaipur · .• 

(3) Om Prakash Morya son of Shri Arjun Lal, age around-33 
years, resident of Nanga! Rajawatan, Tehsil and Distt. Dausa 
(Rajasthan) · · I · · . 

. . I • . .. 
( 4) Surendra Parmar son of Shri Ghanshyam Parmar, age 

·around 32 years, resident of 42,j Shiv _Nagar, Ghat gate, Jaip;ur. 

(5) Vikas Sharma son of Shri B~bu}:-Lal Shatma age· around :24 
.. I ''· .. . 

yrs., resident of A-4, Deepak Co 11ony, Sheopur, Sanganer,Distt. 
Jaipur. · I. · · 

. . I ·. 

(6) Ravi ·Sharma son of Shri Gdpal tal Sharma ag~ around 23 
years, resident of fl, Govind Nagar, ~gra Road, Jaipur 

·~ 

·' .. ':~ 

\ .. .,;_ .... 

·- :· 
........ 

• 

'-~ . 
'·:· 

I . -:-,: 



., 

/l' 
'·ss' cP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013; 2o;2ol3, 
i' 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 

.

11,1,. __ ..•. 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, . 
f 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

~:: 
f.· (7) La I Chand Biloniya son of Shri· Dhanna La I, age around 1 2~ 

years, resident of ]j~, Kalyan Nagar,· Rampura Road, Sanganer, 
~~ 

J' .. 
f .. Jaipur · · · · 

(8) Rupesh Verma Son 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, Jaip~r. 

. ~ ' ., . 

(11) Prashant Saxena son of Shri G.P.Saxena~ age around_26 
~ars, resident of.-4337, · Saxena Sadan, Nahargarh. Ro{ld, 
Purani Basti, Jaipu~·;· 

_/:;: 

(12) Naveen Kum)~;r Verma son of Shri Jai Raj Verma, age 
around 24 years, resident of 419 , Kamla Nehru Nagar, Jaipur 

(13) Kanahaiya La I Sharma son of Prahalad Rai, age around i26 · .. 
years, resident of 249, Mahalia Purohitan,· Amber, Jaipur · 

(14) Umesh Sharma son of Shri Purushottam Sharma, age 
around 30 years, resident of 2873, Behind PNT qua1trers, 
Vishwakarma Colony, Jaipur. 

(By Advocate 'S·hri Am it Mathur ) 

. _ .. · 

VERSUS 

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

.. ..... Applicants 

- • - d ; .. 

-~ 

Department-

· 2. Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena, Chai;person, Central Boardi of 
Direct Taxes, Ministry of Finance, Department· of Revenue,. 
North Block, New Delhi. · 

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

........ Respondent,s 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

14. CP No.33/201J in OA.No.557/2011 
v 

·_~---··· ., --~ 

-----------,---------·- . ! . 
-·------· ---



'l. ; .· _. . . ~ '' 'i .... ' 

·~ . · .. J 
. .f ~i~~~s. 17/2013, -18/2013, 19/201~, 20/2013, : 
~) 13, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013)· 8 
g 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, :33/201:3, / 

~- 34/2013 .. 35/2013. 36/2013. 3712013 and 38/2;013. 

1
_{ (1) Mahaveer Singh Gehlot s/o Shri R.C.S.Gehlot, aged about 

?- 33 ·years, r/o Village Pokarsakabas, Sirsali, chomu, Jaipur, 
presently working in the Incomb Tax Department, Jaipur. · 

(2} Jyoti Nama (Rajoria) d/o RjL.Rajoria, age about 30 yEiars; 
r/o Plot No.13, Ranjeet Naga

1

r, Dadabari, Sanganer, Jaipu.r. 
Presently working i'n the· Incom~ Tax department, Jaipur. ; · 
(3) HaJari La I Sharma s/o S. L.!Sharma, ·age around 24 ye~rs, 
R/o Village and Po§t Neemla, teh?il Rajgarh, Alwar. Presently· 
working in the Income Tax Depatment,Jaipur. : 

. , . I : . 

( 4) K,~pil Kumar Sharma· S/o ~hrLA.B.Sharma, Age around· 31 . 
years, Resident of D-277, Prem Nagar, Jhotwara, Jai·!i)ur 

· presently working in the Incom~ tax Departm~nt, Jaipur. . 
~ ! . ' 

j_5) Sachin Kumar .Sharma S/o' Late R.C.Sharma, Age aro~nd· 
29 years, resident of A-239, Madhav Nagar, Opp. Durgapura, 
Ja~pur. Presently working . in lth~ Income Ta~ DepartrilE;!nt, 
Ja1pur. . · 

I ·. . 

(~) Vasim · Akram s/o Shakil ~hmed, age around 23 years, 
Resident of D-60, · Jalupura, srastri Nagar, Jaipur, prese~~ly· 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. ! 

i . 

I . . 
(7) Irshad Ali s/o S_hri Shokat Ali,. Age around 25 years r/o; A-
154, Sector 8, Vid}i'adhar Naga[r, )aipLir, presently working in 
Income Tax Department, Jaipur:. · · ; 

' . i . 
. . . i . . . . . 

(8) Shailendra Gujrati s/o Shri ~ajendra G.ujrati , _ag~ about: 35 · 
years,- resident" of 19/220,_ G~ndhi -~agar, Jaipur. Prese~tly 

. working in Income Tax Departr17ent, Ja1pur. . 
.... . i . . . . . 

(9) Shriram Ch?udhry S/o S~ri ~~am Rai_ C~?udhry, age ar?und 
23 years, res1dent of . y111a~e . Sanwal_~a~ Cha~s.l:l, Ja1pur .. 
Presently working in the Income Tax Department~ Ja1pur. , . 

. ( 10) Surya Pra_"k~sh s/o. _·Shri ·. O.m Prakash, age" around ·• 25 
yea~s, Resident"._of 35•36,~~-~_Sub;hash Marg, .,,C~Schen:'_~, Jaipur. 
Presently working in the IncomEf Tax Department, Ja1pur. : . 

. ' i . ~ - ' , . . . 
(11) Jatin Raj aria s/o S~ri ~a~j~n Raj~ria, ~ge. a. round ; 25 

· years, .. resident.~:.ot_11Bq~ ~J~Jah~Ig?r~ Ro~?'. Ja1pur, prese~tly 
working in the Income Tax Department, Ja1pur • 
. .. . . . '"'· . t. . . I . : .t. . ., . . .... . . _ 

. (12) Kedar Mal Burdak .s/g.~ Spri G.R~Bur~ak, ag~_ arou~d · 33 · 
years, residen"t ... ~ of. 'Jun~iyf., ~ ~0_ .... Etaw_~/: Jaipur, . presently 
working in the Income Tax Dep?Jrtment;Jaipur. • . . . ·~ 

... . ...... Applicants 
- ·.,_, ;~ .. ~t· =~~;. . : .1~~'\:~ 

·(By- Adv.ocate Shri Am it Mathur ) 

......... ___ ···--------··-- .. ----~--. ~-··--· 

I 

j· 

.. :. 

, . 
. . ·~-

~-- .. ;\:-:.-·· 

.. 
. . 
. · .. 

• . . 

. :_ .. ",··· 

. ·. · .. ~. 
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,']t~'Jf tl CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, '·>' !'] ... · 
''· l't' 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
I~ .P 26/2013, 27/2013, 28(2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
e ,i::: 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 
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,. 
wr 

·vr- VERSUS 

1. Sumit Bose, Secr~tary, Ministry of Finance, 
of Revenue, North Block, New Delhi. 

Department 

2. Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena, Chairperson, 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. ·:'f·'/.i' 

........ Respondents 
~Y Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

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.JarwF.ll, age around 30 years, 
resident of 132, Avadhpuri II, Mahesh 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. .1: '·. ·\ .. i: . .. 

(4) Dilip Kumar Sharma son of Shri Lakhmi Kant Sharma, age 
• around 31 years, resident of 286/29, Phase-!, Dayanand. 

Nagar, Baiji Ki Kothi, Jhalana Dung; Jaipur. 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 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 i/19, Topkhana Ka Rasta, Indra Bazar, Jaipur. 
Presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 



.. ~. 
·.::, ~· 

·; .·. 

... ·. .... 

.. , 
,· ... 

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, 33/20l3, 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

".' . 1 

(8) Suresh Kumci'f··; Son of ?hrL' N.L.Verma, age around: 37 
years, rersident of_E-265-C, L~l Kothi Yojna, Jaipur~ -Presently· 
working in the Inco.tne Tax Department, Jaipur i 

(9) Rahul Bairwa soni:Jfshrl J.L.Bairwa, age around 25 yecirs; 
resident of 204-A, Bhagw~ti Nagar, Kartarpura, Jaipur, 
presently working in the Inconjte Tax Department, Jaipur. · 
(10) Arjun Lal Verma son of Shri Gopi Ram, age around~26 
years, resident of·_ Village and Post Sirsi, Ward No.12; Jaipur, 
presently working in the Inconie Tax Department, Jaipur. : · 

I . 
< I 

(11) <Rakesh Kumar ·sharma son of Shri N.L.Sharma, age 
around 25 years, resident of Village Badi ki Dhani, Muhana, 

. . 9 

Sanganer, Jaipur - •· . 

- I 

j_12) Tarun Jain son of Shri Vililal. Kumar Jain, age around 21 
years, residentof 6/ A, · Panchv!Jati -Colony, Block-C, Sanga~er, 
Jaipur. 

-.. 

(By AdVocate Shri A~it Mathur!) 

.: ..... Applicants 

I 

!vE~SUS 
I 

1. Sum it Bose·" Secretary,. Ministry of Finance, 
of Revenue, North Block, New loelhi. · 

bepartm~nt 

I ._ : : 
2. Dr. Poonam Kishore ~axen?, Chairperson, Central Boarq of 
Direct Taxes~ Ministry of Finance, Department of Reven.pe, 
North Block, New Delhi. I . · . . · · . 

3. Atulesh Jindal., Chief Commissiner of Income Tax, N.~.R. 
Building, Statue Ci~cle, Jaipur. I : 

. . I 

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

. . .. 

16. CP No.35/2013 in OA No.558/2011 _ _- _,) : 
(1) Chandra Shekhar Sharma *-or:_of N.~.Sharn:a, age aroyn~ 
41 years, resid~nt of C-234, M~h~~-~ .Nag~~ , Ja1pur, prese~tly 
working in the ·Income Tax Dep~rtment, Ja1pur 

(2) Dine~h Chand so~ of Shri. L~l ~h.and, ag-e arow.nd 28 __ yea_rs, 
resident of P. No.1- G1rdhar Vlhar,:·AJmer Road, Ja1pur-302Ql5. 

- - -- I - ·--- - - I ' - -_ - - - • 9 

Presently-· working in the Income Tax Department, Ja1pur. : --- -

-- --------------- ______ ___l _ ___;_~ ___ _:___ ____ ;___ __ 

-.,:.-. ... --.-

.. :,· 

·.-
- ,_.; 



. "; '' ''· ~ ·' .:_:jil_~~,l_. '[:if 
,{ J . 

~~r-.;:.: CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 11 
r-_,. _l_'.. . 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, . !: 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/201~, 

h: ·34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2Q13. 37/2013 and 38/2013-.-

h ~ 
,.. (3) Avon Meena. son of N.L.Meena, age around 30 yeqrs, 
/f resident of Khajalp~r, Chaksu, Jaipur,presenl:ly working in the 

Income Tax Department, Jaipur · · 

(4) Yogendra Kumar Sharma son :of R.P.Sharma, age aro-und. 
24 years, resident pf 53B-4, Kailash Puri, Amber Road, Jaipur , 
presently working in the Income Tax department, Jaipur. . · 
(5) Ramesh Saini son of ·shri B.L.Sa:ni, age around 25 years, 
resident of 3/330,: Malviya Nagar; JaipUr , presently working in · 
the Income Tax D,¢partment, Jaipur. · 

~- . . 

(6) T,arun Jain son of Shri V.K.Jain, age around 21 years, 
Resident of 6A, Panchwati Colopy, Sanganer, Jai.pur, presently 
working in the Income Tax Dep~'hment, Jaipur · 

£.?) Ashok Kumar Saini, son of late Shri J.P.Sainit age around 
25 years, resident of Opp. Manish School, Harmadai Jaipur, 
presently working in the Income Ta,x Department, Jaipur. 

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

. ·i 

(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~)n the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

I·.. , ' . 

(10) Rakesh KLfmar .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, Sonath Vihar, Karni Palace. 
Road, Vaish·ali Nagar, Jaipur, presently working in _the Income 
Tax Department, Ja,ipur 

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

....... Applicants 

. . 

(By Advocate Shri Amit Mathur ) 

,, 

. VERSUS 

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

- - -- --·- -----· 
______ .. ·-----.---'-----------'----

Department 

.. 



I . 

' ·.it' 

•. ~ ,' ! I . .... ·:·?~~t~~f.I~!~~~t~~~~.:&~i~f,.:J···,•.:.tl~~~'W.~~~~~kfit~·\~~M;i ... :,:,'~-:·ji.,~ ... :t.W··. ~- ··:;:: ... - ~-- .· 
. . ··~· ~' : 

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. •· .. 

. .;. ·. 
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I 
. . 

2.. Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena, Chairperson, Central Board of 
P1rect Taxes, Ministry of Finance,· Department of Revenue, 
North Block, New Delhi. I · 

• , ... · I .• · 

3. . ~tulesh Jinda_IL, Chief Com~is~in~r of ·Income Tax, N.C.R. · 
Bu1ldmg, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 1 !· · 

(By Advocate Shri·R.B.Mathur): 
I 

........ Respondents 

< ·I 
17 CP No.36/2013 in OA No.54~/2011 . . : 
(1)_ Manoj Kumar son of _R.K.Cpoydhry, age around 31 years, 
res1dent of 13/278, Malv1ya Nagar,· Jaipur-302015. Presently 
working in the In~ome Tax Dep~rtment, Jaipur. · 
.;...._ · I :l. · . 
(2). Murlidhar Son of Shr~ Raf .~~1, _age_ around ·25 years, 
res1dent of F-278, ~al Koth1 Sc~e~e, Ja1pur, presently working 
in the Income Tax Department, Jafpur. 

i . 
; I -

(3) Mahaveer Das?Bairagi son of $hr.i K.D.Bairagi, age around 
32 years, resident of 9, Krishnapuri, Near Model Tow·n, · 
Jagatp.ur Road, Jaipur, prersently 'working in the Income Tax 
Department, Jalpur. · ~ : · . . · . 

·(4) Surendra Godiwal, son df Shri Ramesh Godiwaf, ag·e 
around 25 years, resident of C~112, Secto'r 9, Pratap Nagar, 
Jaipur, presently working in ~he: Income Tax Departme'ht, 

Jaipur. . i __ ··•· . . _ . . . 
(5) Ram Datt Dixit son ofShri Shiv Datt Dixit, age around :31 

. I . . 
years, resident of Vatika, Sangarer; Jaipur. Presently working 
in the Income Tax Department, ~aipu.r. 

I . 

: 

(6) Devendra Singh Jadu So~ o{·Shri Madan Singh, ag,e 
around 34 years, resident of B-~,: (3ovind Nagar (East), Amber 
Road, . Jaipur, .. p~esently wo~kihg . in the Income_ Tax 
Department, Jaipu~_; · . I .; 

• " I / 

(7) Subhash Chand Sh~-rma, i sb·n. of Sh~iR.P.Sharma, age 
around 39 years; .. residenf of Brahmpuri Ki. Gali, Chonfu, Jaipur, 
'presently working in the Income TaX" Department, Jaipur. 

(8) Suresh. Kumar son or Shri I $~'-han~ Singh, age" arou_nd. 27 . 
'years,. resident . of 38, $hiv Nagar, .Ghat· Gate, Ja1pur. , · 
presently working in the Income Tax Departm·ent, Jaipur. 

{9) Amar Singh.~;ion of SJ:l~I Chur1nf Lal,,_clg~~ around_ 41 ye~rs, 
'resident of 38, Shiv Shankar qolony, behmd Sophia School, 

I 
I 
I 

I 

.& 



7J/ CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/:::1~, .. ,,;J : .. • . 
({ 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 

. i~ 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013, ~?12013 and 38/2013.; , 
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I; f 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 

. rr Jaipur, presently W:orking in the. Income Tax. Department, 
Jaipur. 

(10) Narpat Singh son of Shri Ashok Singh, age around .27 
years, resident of. II/118, · I.T.Colony, Jaipur; Prese.ntly 
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... · : . v 

(12) Tinku Golecha, son of late Shri .Balchand,' age around ~27 
years, resident o~ 6, · Nahri Ka N,9J~a, -Chandpo·le Bazar, Jaipur, 
presently working ip the Income ·-rax Department~ Jaipur. 

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

(14) Rajendra Kumar Nakwal son Shri Nath Ram Nakwal, age 
\,.._.' around 25 years, ~-resident of 407, P~ra.ni Basti, Chand pole; 

· Jaipur, presently working in the Income Tax; Department, 
Jaipur. 

(15) Yogesh Sain son of Shri Ram Lal Sain, age around 29 
years, resident of 1364, Parshava Nath Nagar, Near Cheel G~di .. , .... 
Restaurent, Sanganer,Jaipur ·, presently working in the Iricome 
Tax Department, J~ipur. ·9 

(16) Dushyant Saln son. of shri Ram La I sa·in, age around ·32 
years, Resident of 1364, Parshava Nath Nag .. '!r,,.,~~ar Cheel 
Gadi Restaurant, Jaipur . Presently working in the Income Tax 
Department,_.Jaipu~.:. 

' .. 

(By Advocate Shri J.\mit Mathur ) 

VERSUS 

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

.: ..... Applicants 

Department 

2. Dr. Poonam 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 Income Tax, N.C.R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

---:-,'< .. ----·-·- -------------------· 



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

1

and 38!2013. 
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.. ...... Respondents 
(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

. I . 
- ·.,. I 

18. CP No.37/2013 in OA No.555/2011 
I 

(1)_ Kailash Meena son of Lq. Meena, age around 40 yeqrs, 
~estdent of 153, Income Tax Cblony, Jaipur, presently working 
m the Income Tax Department) Jaipur.. · - -~ ; 

I 

( ) 
. I . . 

2 Mpyur Kumar son of R.K.CChaudhry, age around 27 years 
resid~ot .of G-19, Sidharth Nagiar; Nand Puri , Jaipur. Presently 
workmg m the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. · . · · 

I 
I 
I 

.. I ~ 

(3) . Uttam Ben~wal, son of 1 Shr.i La I Cband Benewal, age 
.;around 40 years, resident of D-37, Amritpuri, Ghat Gate, 

. I . 

Ja~pur, presently- working in ~-

1 
the. Income Tax Departme;nt, 

Jatpur. . . . . . . . . . 
. -

(4) Rajkumar Benewal son o~ Shri ~.D.Benewal, ~ge aroUnd-
39 years, ·resident of Shiv S!hankar Colony, Behind ·sophia 
Schooi,Jaipur, presently wdrking in · the Income Tax_. 
Department, Jaipur. I 

i . 
I ~ 

(5) Mahesh Atal son of late!
1 

Shri L.N.Atal, ag~_ around ;32 
years, resident of 3149, RaigC)ron. Ki. Kothi; Ghat gate, Jaipur. 
Presently working in the Incom~ Tax Department; Jaipur. -

i . 
I 

(6) Ashok Kumar Sa in son. bf Shri. Ram Kishore Sain, age 
around 27 years, B-66, J.P.Col6ny,·'sector-4, Vidyadhar Nagar, 
Jaipur presently working in the Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur. 

(7) Heera La I son of Shri Ch!itar _,Mal, age around.,. 32 years, 
resident of 168, Nahri Ka Naka~ Sikar House, Chand pole· Baz.ar,· 
Ja~pur, presently··:working inl I the_· Income Tax Department, 
Jatpur. _ . · _ . 

. -

. .- ·:· -.. ·-· ... _ . ._ - I : ··'· .. · . -
(8) Vasudev Sharl)1a son of srri ;S.L.Sharma , age around 27. 
years, resident of Village Chandel Kalan, 1~hsil Chaksu, Jaipur. 

··s • I ·• •• ' ., 
Prersently, .working in_ the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. -~ 

. -- . . I ·_. ... . . . - . 
(9) Rahul Kumar Pareek, :so~ or_shn Pr:~~h~. Naram Pareek, 
age around 25 years, restde~toL54, Shtva]t Nagar, Shasri 
Nagar, Jaipur, ~-~-presently \~'forking in the In-come . Tax 
Department, Jaipur. I 

. - . ! l - "'~-

(10) Mahendra Singh son o~ Shri Malaram, age around .33 
years, rersident __ of Dup~walij1 · K.!i~trr, J~I-.mjhunu. Presently 
working in the Income Tax D-epartment, Jaipur. 

I -

.·'i; 

.. l 

.\ 

• . -~- _-:·~· 

·-- ·- -- ----·----- ·- --- -----~--________ ! ______________________________ .. ··------
"1.:: 



f .. ,·f n: II CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 2:;:013, 
' ":· . j, iff 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
t. l ~f it 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 

,·.·, . 
·~ I I, 

. 15 

· (:' ~9· ;f t 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

{ ;' ~ t 

i'.''' 

Jf'l 
;j. ~-
.:- l (11) Surendra Kumar Piva.l, son ·of Shri Ram Prasad, age 

around 27 years, .. rersideritof GG-29, Hasan Pura, Jaip:ur; 
presently working in the Income Tax Department; Jaipur. · · 

(12) Mahaveer Singh son of Shri Kishore singh, age around :29 
years, resident of. Kathmana, Malpura, Tonk, presently working 
i_n the Income Tax-Department, Jaipur. · .. 

(13) Nihal Chand Sharma son of Shri Radhey Shyam, age 
arounq 32 years, resident of 36, · Sita Ram Puri1 Amber Ro~d, 
Jaipur. _, · 

.; ..... Applican~s 

(By Advocate Shri Amit Mathur ) , 

VERSUS 
t·. -· 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary, Ministr)i of Finance, Department 
\.,../ of Revenue, North ·slack, New Delhi. 

2. Dr. Poonam Kistiore Saxena, Chairperson, 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. 

.. ...... Respondents 
' 

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

Ill. 19. CP No.38/2013 in OA No.556/20ll .9 

(1) Raj Singh son!of Shri Laxman Singh, age qround· 44 yea'rs, · ··· 
resident of 4 Ch 35, ~hastri· Nagar Housing Board, Jaipur 

(2) Vinoo Bihari: Sharma so.n of Madan Mohan Sharma~ age 
around 34 years,: r.esident of Plot No.A-131, M.ahesh Nagar,. 
Jaipur-302015. 

(3) Gyan Chand Phulwaria son of Ram Dhan Phulvaria,. ~ge 
around 25 ye·ars, resident of 205 -A, Sri Kalyan Nagar Phatak, 

• • • I 

Kartarpura, Jaipur. : 

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

; 

(5) Khushal Chand Kadela son of ShriNei:ni C~and , age 
around 25 years, resident of 814, ShiVaji Nagar, Ja1pur. 

--- --·--·----- -------------.----· 



' ·, 

•.( 

. , . . . ·.· , _., . . . .:~tf!,~<N;,t;:·,,~t¥.£t~;,~~~<i.~~~~tr;{.;!,\\~~,~~;~oti~" ',;, ;·~:;~,~ '-::~ , . . ·'"' 
I . 

CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013; 19/2013 20/2013 1 

21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, i 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013 1- . 

34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2Cl13. 
I . 

i' 

16 . 

I 
. I 

....... Applicants 

(By Advocate Shri Am it Mathur ) ! 
• :"' • I '/; 

.-; 

I :. 
VERSUS 

I : 

.- .. 

1. SumitBose, Secretary, Ministry. of Finance, 
of Revenue, North- Block, New Delhi. · 

'v 

Department 

, . I 

2. Dr. ,Poonam Kishore Saxena, 1 Chafrperson, Central Board of 
Direct . Taxes, Ministry of Finan:ce, f)epartment of -Revenue, 
North Block, New Delhi. 1 · · • • 

i 

34 _ Atulesh Jindal, ·chief Commissiner of. Income Tax, N.C~R. 
l?uilding, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 1 

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

! 
I . 
I 

ORDER 

All these Contempt Petition~ 'ha~e been filed for the n~n 
I 

compliance of . the order pf this Tribunal in . OA 
I 

, I ·-

No.47 /2012(Kailash Chand Jat V~. UOI) and otAer connected 
I . . 

. . l . : 
matters which were decided by 9rder dated 17.10.2012. The 

• :•_ I i . 

notices were issued to the respoddent~. The respondents have 

submitted the reply and enclose4 the· compliance report dated 

24/25th March, 2011 at Anne*ure.:.R/1. No reply by the. 
' .· . . i' 

respondents has been filed In CP No.32/Z013 in · ~A 

No.571/2011. -However, parties agreed that the reply 

submitted in other connected co~tempt petitio~s be treated as 
. I . . 

r~ply in this contempt petition alsp. · 
~~~ .;. 

I:: 

. ·-·---------· ---·-··-----~~~ : -------· ------------- __ : __________ , ____ .... ---------

1 

I 

.. 

·.·• .. : 
·. ~ .. 



. ' 
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~L 

CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 
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2. Since all the cont~mpt petitions have been filed for the non-. 
~ .... : . 

' 

compliance of the ;Qrder of the Tribunal dated 17.10.12 in ·OA 
. . . 'i : 

• • .... j 

No. 547/2011 and! other connected matters~ therefore, with ·the · 

consent of the parties, all these contempt petitions are being 
• . ' . . . :(" .·l . .'f';:: .'.j _: •.;:: ;; ·o,·_,_..,, __ .. ,,.,,-~,.,-,, 

disposed off by a common order. For the sake df convenience· .. 
( . 

the fa<;: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, complied · 
. -~-- ' . : 

~- fully with the ordefk' 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~ 
.·:\ J: ... ·'\ 

I 

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

He further argued that the Jodhpur Bench vide its order· dated 
' 

. _. 14.8.2012. i·n OA No.531/2011 and ·other connected matters 

ordered the following reliefs:-

"(i) The impugned orde:r dated 31.5.2011 [Al] is quashed. 
. ·v 

(ii) The respondents -are directed to continue making payment to· the · 
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 benefits. · 

(iii) No modification of the OM dated 12:9.2008 is warranted. as·:,~he:,:·~·~~,</··.:--£-:·t;'::v::c:o;;:{-{i 
legality of the OM has not been in challenge nor would the same ! 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 
~~. 



· ·. · -· l/~ · ; · <"~i';:%'rt;t~t-li·:~':1·U"!i;~iir~t~~~f4!~~{'l}';;,i\!,;;)f'ii<., .. ·. ·. j i ~: : ·'- ·•' 

'I r CP Nos. 17/2013,.18/2013, 19/2013 20/2013 i _·1,1 _:1· 8 .. • •.. :\: 
/ ,f. 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013; 24/2013., 25/2013~ 
J Jr 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33;2oq, 1 II 34/2013. 3512013, 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/:r3· . + 

if payment @1/30'h Of the pay at the minimum of the•time s~ale 
:r .. 

of Group-O staff plus DA i.e. Rs.292- per day as. basic -~ay .· 
·' . 

. I • . 

w .e. f. 1. 7. 2008 with all conse~uential benefits. Whereas. the 
. - I . . :. 

respondents in th:e present caSie haVe allowed t~e payrnEm~ of 

Rs.292 w.e.f. 1.6.2011. Thus if the compliance report· 

$Libmit;ted by the respondents! at :Annexure R/I · is accei'J~ed 
' ' ' ' i . . 

then there waul~ be two sets I of employees gettlnQ dlffertnt · ·• 

·pay .. th~ugh both .·sets of employee~-- are similarly situated. dne 
..;..... , ~, / . . ·. I . . : : . 

set of employees who agitated their grievances before CAT 
I ' . 

I 
1'.· ... 

·, : . ' . . r:_.·.: . 

Jodhpur Bench would be getting the daily wages of Rs.292 per 
I 'il. 

~ •cl ;, " " 
'' ..• ·. ' '-·.,:.~ : . . . ' . -

day w.e.f. 1.7.2008 while the second set of.employees Who 

agitated. their gri.evance b_efor~ CAT; Jaipur Bench' would lq~ 
! ' 

. . ·. I _, ! 

getting the daily wages of Rs.29!2 per day w.e.f. 1.6.2011. i ·. 

. ~ ' 

5. The ·learned ~ou~nsel 'ior the
1 

petitioners further :submit~~d ·. · ·· 
--. I . 

• 0 - I I • - ~ 

that Para 7 of the order dated 17.10.2012 in OA No.547/2011 
I I : 

• ~,. • :·~.;:-_ -<.. : • • ~ l; • 

and other connected matters iis an. observation and no~ a 
I 

i " 
• ·--·~- . ' I' 

direction. The direction is ·contained in Para 10 of'- the onifer · .. 
.. . i l . 0 • • "~ ';,: " :: • ' ., : :· 

(which has been: quoted i.n Para 3 above of this ordef); : 

Therefore, compli~nce reP';:,rt Jub~l~ted by the r~sporide~~ ·. 

should not be accepted a·~d t~e respondents be qirected. to' 
. . I '- . I 

allow the· appli-cant§ daily· wag~s · @ Rs.292 per day w.e.f. 
I . ~ , -

i ': 
I 

1.7.2008. 

6. The learned counsel ·f~r the betitioners'submitted that ~he · . . . 
; 

' 'i ·. 

been 
f . 

. . 

- ---- .... -- ------------____,..,.-------- --·-t-;-~--·-"7'-'-: 
I , . -



.<.:~ . . 

. . . ~ : ,; . 

•.. ~. ! ' 

··.·: ... · 

... · ... 

I 
CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013,: 19/2013, 20/2013, 
?112013, 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 , 

: ; 
:; 

upheld by the Ho~'bje High Court' of Rajasthan, JodhpurYe.~-
. i ~-. i . ' .. '. 

Jodhpur and the order of CAT Bench.,.;Jaipur dated J7,·1o:•2. _. ·_ 
I ' 

has- also been uJheld by the Hon'ble High· Coutt;·-~-iRaja:st · _·_ .• -_r.::·.\J· -~":"'-~"'··J~-·±t~ 
. l .J . . .. 

. i 

Jaipur Bench, JaiRu.r. 
I 
; . 

I 

I , i. 

-7. On the other I- hand the learned counsel for re.sponde, 
~ I .. ! : . .. 

· I i -
submitted that the directions of this Tribunal are contain · I ! - .... ,.·h····-·-···" 

' . . ~ . . , . I : . . . . ..... · ... 
Para 7 of the order dated 17.10.2012 in OA No.547/201l · ··· 
~- . i _·. __ · . ! . ,::-;. ·. 

. I ·<-' 

other connected I ~atters. He submitted that ~~,, 

Jaipur. having con~ldered the order dated 14.8i20·i 
i . T:· -! -- -
: ' ~ •' I ~ : · · ..... : 

CAT, Jodhpur· B~hch quashed the- impugned- o~der : (j · 
. I ·. · -l : ·- · : . r{,.•·>.:c···;"'·'"'''·' 

31.5.2011. and directed the respondents ·to continue ~·-rna · 
I ! .. . . . . 

. I I ·• 

payment to the abplicants @ Rs.292 per day instead .. ofRs~· 
! . • .·. ~ . . .-.: ... :.,,.,, '""·''"'''" 
I : 
i '., ' 

per day from the I date when lesser p~)'ment of Rs~ 1f:~·P.~-"·------ .,,,o_,,_.v 
. . I . - i. - ._·. 

was paid to the applicants. The Tribunal further directecJ.t 
· I - I.'·. 1 ·. i :' ,:. 

the applicants arF- also entitled to arrears of _l~ss~1r pa · 
I. 
I . 

paid by the respordents. 
! ; 
I 

l
j .. _. _ _._ [ 

- .: ·L .. ·~ ·',. .. 

· I ~1r. · _ . "' i \')· '· -. ~-; .. ;· : · -
8. The learned c9li'rtsel for the· respo_ndents furtheni:~:~b~i : •• _.··-

. I : ._ -. i : - -:- -·.-"·----·•---•~>- .. , ····-?·· 
that there is no dire<;:tions in Para 10· of the order :·_pf'the·_ · __ · __ -__ 

~ . i . . . . .. 
I ' 
! ! 

dated 17.10.2012. It only_ states that OAs are 
. I 

.. • I -
view of the judgrrent rendered by oTvision B~nch :. i 

! 

Jodhpur Bench vide its order dated .14.8.2012 anq. sin 
I -·;, . 
I. : ·. ,· . 

OAs were dispos~d of in· view of the 'Order of th~ CtTJo~h. _ : 
· I. , · ,· , .,-.:.t<N:'·''-.:>:-'t'-'. 

Bench, therefore,: t~e judgment of CAT -Jodhpur Be~ch ·wa 
! .:-·, 

be treated as pa~t of the order. date_d 17.10.2012. :The.:.p,~--· : ..... "n,;,,=·i<i 

\ \ ... _._~/ ·:·~~..,·~~·-:.,.·~:. 
·, ~: ~ 



':cP.N~s. 17/20i3, 18/2o·n,' 19;:io13, io12oi3, 1 

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!2(i13 .. 

' 20 

I 
I 

f • 

Bench has not gone into details of the merits · bf the ''OA 
.f ' 

I . . 
independently ·and it relied on the i ' 

drder dated 14.8.2012! of 
f 
-~ i 1 

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

'y 

dated 31.5.2011, therefore, it ~as necessary that the orde~ of 
. . - I . . . 

. ~ I . 

CAT Jodhpur Bench dated 14.8..2012 be made a part of the 
. . ... I .· . : . 

order pat~d 17.10._2012 of CAT; -Jaipur Bench. There is ino· 
. ·. ' .: • . t 

' . 
directio'ns of CAT : J~ipur Bench tio ~he respondents to pay·d~ily .. · 

. . t . 
"J_;_ . . ~- ! 

wa~j'es Rs;29.2 perB
1

ay to the p~titioners w.e.f. 1.7.2008. -;He 
..;:... ! I 

further argued that- even the praye~ of the applicants. in OA is 
._., I . ' : 

. . . . . I ~ ~ ~ . :. 

to pay Rs.292 per day w.e.~f. · 1:'6.2011. Therefore, the · 
. I ~ 

. I . \ 

respondents have· fully ·complied ·with the order da~ed· 

17.1CL201:2 passed in OA No.St7/20)1 and other ·connec~ed 

matters. 
I ; 

I 

Therefore, contemptl petitions be dismissed and-
1 

I 

notices be discharged. 

~ 
. ! . 

. ; _~:.:, . I ~ • f b . ··.· :~ ·. '~ 
9. Heard.-·the lea:rrie·g counsels fo\r the parties ahd perused ~h:~_; ·. 

' . ;· . ·f . 

documents on reco'rd. 
. ~ 
I , 
' . f' 

, .t. ' ~ ·: 
,_. . . . . ,, . ·. . ,.,, . . -~· ·. ·, ·t ·. 

10. We have carefully perused tHe order passed by this beqch 
. : ' 1 

: ; 

dated 17.-10.2012 in OA No.54f/2011 and other :connect
1
eo 

. i' 

matters. We are of the opini9n ·th5Jt the directio-ns of ~,e_ 
• • . . i ·:, }.:~ •, ~·~:.. '), ')I 

Tribunal to the re"sp.Oiidents are given. in Para 7. Para 7 of t~he: 

I 
! 

i. .. ; 

or9er is -q-uoted below: 

. I • ~ 
. . j.. :~. - . . . I . ~-- . li .. . •:f.·\ .. V:.'; . 

''Para 7: Havi.rig2;considered the ~i)i,?l SUb!11]§iSions of th_~ respect!\le·,, 
parties and upori':~ar~fll.l :iJ-erusci_l .9t.t.he material a'{a}l~~te~p.n_oc~~9~9.~:· 
and;the relief claimed :t?y.the app[IJ9.~_nt~, ~o f~r C!.~ t~~ t~H~f clalll~ed:_. . 
by tti'e appliCants.tb quash-and set a,s_ide. theJ!IIP~gne~t;-.ord~rda~e~:L~\. · 

· 31.5.2'011 is con'cerhea, ~the JQg~~-l}i~~~ ren_~.~~~~ ·by tne C1T- · 
,, . ·: ·.····: '('~;!~:~. -~! ' ~ . 

---·--·- j' 
------~-----....... _ _;-~ ! • 



_,---~ 

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

. ·~- ·-. . . 

··' •' . · r .. 2112o13, 22;2o13; 23;201~, 24/2013, 25/2013, . ·, r · 26/2013,.27/2013, 28;2o13, 32;2o13, 33/2013, • 
; .· 34/2013 1 35/2013. 36/2013, '37/2013 and 38/2013. 

<; 

f;~r~~t:: 

~ i f ! ' .. 
ff Jodhpur Bene~ is fully applicable as the Division 
f. CAT-Jodhpur has already quashed· ~nd set aside. the;:d 

order dated 3~;5,:11. Therefore, having considered th~;~ ··· · 
14.8.12 of th~ :·CAT-Jodhpur Bench, so far as the impug . 

·dated 31.5 .. 11\is con~erned; the s.am~v:is quash.ed and ~ef-:a ·• ... , ..... ''''"''"'-· 
respondents 

1
are directed to contmue makmg payment.· 

applicants @ ~s.292 per day inste.ad of Rs.164 per 
date when lesser payment of Rs. 164 per day is ' 

::.· -:>"'"'~':i.~J!l?~applicants;.-·'~'>T~.ejf.applicants''~are''~·also·'·entitled+to:;!Ja'-.. "' ....... h"'""'"<f~·'.f;;..·i!-,'.Pcl~.!:l 
payment paid by the respondents." . 

. I ... ·. .. . . ,_ ' 'I : .• :::: · ... ·· 
From the reading of this Para it is clear -that. the+im · 

. I· . . . ,. ' 
I 

order dated 31.S.11 was quashed: and ··;set:>,asid: 
r I •f,~; ' '" • 

r:spondents werej·~~wected to continue making 

applicants @ Rs.f-9,'2 per day instead· of Rsi 164. 
1 •. 

. 1- .' . • . . :; 

when lesser payme(nt of Rs.~64/- per day. w~s; · 

I 
: . .._.. . ·-1· ' ~ . . . . . .. 

\,/ applicants. The \applicants were · al~o entitled to :, , . 

lesser payment piid by the respondents. 

~!:<c:.';,•:',:;;:--ci;·:-;:·.\'( O;·•':C:::~;~Jg1f{}Zf:t~!Wg~!':. r~-·.j ~ ;t~-F*~: --~::~:··~·}:t ~;,;; :_;:~~·- ·-:· ·:· ··'; "'.:.}J~!'??:ff ··~--:)': t"-"J' -;:;, '<{"!~ 'i?:.;Jiifj;%if$¥l'!1~1:'~~~i~$i 

11. In so far as ·contention of the learned 
/ .; 

applicants thatthj o,rder at AnnexureoR/lw~t~\t9;' 

a-s compliance oftr~trders of this Tribunal in r~ ;\; 

disobedience is 'au;eged . in the .···above . batch·: 
-~ . ·''!·;:~·-' . 

petitions then. ~her1~~would be::· two. sets of. empl :·· 
\ <' . ; . 

different pay though .both the sets -of· employees, a., 
\ ' . . : 

situated and one · .set of employees who ag ........ -·.:_ ........... 
. ·1 ' ' . . ~... . . . 

' ' .• 

·grievances before \c.A.T., Jodhpur Bench woulq:.~.e $ 
· . .-:c.;;.· •·•· •. ,, .,..,,c·::,,·;l·,;'i:cr-··~..::•:.::.;.r;.·,,;,,.;.i''.''""·"·"'fc···"'e"~Y:.~i"·•·· '·' · ;:;···:.'•;·' ·:-""· ... ,... •"·• .: · . :Y. :· ·,._ . ., .'·.' .' .. ·, .·.... •,.. . . 

. : .. dailY w'ages'·'af Rs'> 292/.:. per day withu effect from 0 ·?7<~. 
I ' l ' . ~ . .... I .. 

while second set. of. ~mployees ,who .• agitat~d ·,,tbeir 
. . \ : :: . '. . . · ... ·.•··· :: ' 

·b~fore C.A.T., Jai8ur;Bench would be-getting the·d · .· 

of. Rs.292/- per da\y;~~ith effect ·.rrom 01.0.6~~91·!.: ·I,·;-,,·,,,·~·..,..·".,, :'!f.•r: 
. I "' > --:~~~-~-~:J ' I 

,.; 



:"'-> .. ' • ' , .. :~; .'l·:··~·i:: :.,,;. ·.:;:··i'''·;'.f·;i(Y;:_:, 

CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, .19/2013, 20/4013, 1 

21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013~ 24/2013 25/2013 
··26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/20!:3, 33/20!:3,' 

.. ; ' 

l 

34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 3712013 and 38/2013. 
I 
! 

substance, the a;rgument of the learned counsels< ·for'· ·. 

~pplicants is that the order plasse~ by i:he resp/inde << ' 
: : · . !:J:i:Y:.·.: 

Annexure, R/1 results. in discri:minati.ng the applicants,,.sj' 
.... ! .. . 

i : 'l. 

they are ;not treated on par wjtll. the other ehlplo~ees~ · 
' ' 

may observe that .this contention may be a ground for them· to 
'I ' • 

, I <J. 

get a r,elief on par with that of. the applicants befo're C;A:t.Y, 

. J,qd,b.PPC.J3ench b~t th.e same can not be 
.. , ·• ·· ·.,· --o ·······:.•· ~-· -: ···.·"" · •· · ... ,.:···.'·····,·r~··t:-;:...... · ···" ·- ........... ·-····~ , ....... '- ····· ·-·· :" ·· · ·· .. ,,,.;: .... "'·""·.: .. ,·::.";,;· .. :. ~,.·:itt~~"r.~-i~+~~~.M.~:t~'N'l~t·~·Jw'f::r:~~~;11; 

l . I 

proceed .ih the cohtempt proceedings·~ The settled 
,; . . -j I • I 

........ j I ~ ' 

law is that in a c9ntempt proc~edir1gs What is required. · ~ ·: ·: 
! 'I . . . ... , ... 

!. I 

gone into- is whether there is substantial compliance. ·or n · 
; I . . .''.: '·,',.' 

f I 

whether ·there ·is ; •fwillful diSob~dience on 
I ··! :. 
1: I .-! 

respondents. . . Hei"lce we .are i not . inclined to apcepti:> 

arguments of the le9i"ned counserls for the applicants;: 
. ! . I 

... ' ' I. . 

12. We are incline'd ,to agree with the submission m·~de by 
: .• I .. . ; .· 

learned counsel fdr the respondents that Para 10 of \this o 
' ' i 

· dci'e's ·nafg.i\ie· a·nv1aire.ction ''t:o the r~siJoH8e'h.t:s:;;.> 
I . l 

. - . i. . .. . . . j . 

disposed off in vi~w 'of the ord~r of CAT -Jodhput' ~rnc?·.)':·:; ... 

Bench has not go'~e:'into merits: of the ord-~r dated' ~.i: ·., 
- , . · · 1. · · I · · . . .·.r,_. . ·. :r::··x · .. · .. · . 

before quashing ithe said ord~r.· This Ben.ch· qu9sh .. · ·· 
. . . - .1 ' . i '• .. . . . ;' _;fj~·;<' 

impu£)ned:·order·d~ted 31.5~201:1' relying on.-the orcl~ .. ·•·. 
I .. . . : .. !- i .·· .-.•.•••• ;· .. ._. 

Jodhpur B~nch~ · ! J\he.refore, · the .. judg~ment of CAf-Jodh ·· 
I -
I 

order 
l 

17 .10.i012. 

' ;,J 

.! . 



~-
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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, ;32/20-13, 33/2013, 
34/2013, 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013 .. 

1 
' t. 

13. We have also p:erused the· pleadings in original applicat,ion 
i 

of the petitioners under the relief: clause. Relief clause 8.2 is 
·~ . 

quoted below : 
\ 

" It is further prayed that by a suitable writ/order or the direction·lthe ······ · 
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." · l · 

: : 
Thus the prayer of the petitioners themselves was for the 

~M I 
payment of arrears w~e.f. l.6.2o'11. l 

I 
l 
I 

' . I 
14. Therefore, we are of the view. that the respondents have · 

i . 

substantially complied with the orders dated 17 .10.2Q12 
'? 

. ~- - l . . 
passed in OA No.547/2011 and other connectep matters of t~his · 

. I 

Tribunal and, ther;efore, no contempt is made out. . 

! ;. 

. I 
15. Hence,. contempt petitions are dismissed. Notices issued\to -~---·· 

. ·[ 

the respondents 'are discharged. A copy of this order !J:>e 
j 

1 
I 

placed on the files of CP No. 18/2013, _ 19/2\01-3, 20/20~3, 
f . 
' . 
f 

21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/20~3, 25/2013, 26/20~3, 
f 

27/2013, 28/2013; 32/2013, 33/2013, 34/2013,;. 35/20f3, 
' . ' 

36/2013, 37/2013 and 38/2013. However, it is made- cl+ar 
. ' 

' -- . t 

that if the petitioners still h~ve a grievance then they are\ ~t 
. . l 

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

... 

appropriate forum. . , -I :: .::-~~ .. 
. . .. ~Jl:;;> . - -_----~~;~~~l 

. (M. NAGARAJAN) : . 
JUDICIAL MEMBER 
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