
CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

ORDERS OF THE BENCH 

Date of Order: o].o4.2014 l 0'3-o~. '2.C\'-\) . . 

CP No. 22/2013 COA No. 50/2012) 

Mr. P.N. Jatti, counsel for petitioner. 
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. 

H-· L...1 ~__. 
( M. NAGARAJAN) 

JUDICIAL MEMBER 

Kumawat 

~L~r 
(ANIL KUMAR) 

ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER 
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·Rame;;h· Kum'ar. Sharrr1a;. · so'n- of Shri 'Sharma,-. _,. b{/<cast- :!:·. 

:Sharma,''aged'-"ahout-=3-i:years~ -r/o-New.:Coiony,-Gon'er, J~ipdi<- /. . . . 

(By Adv<k~te shri•P.~.i~tti ) . ·. . . . :. .,,:::,Appii~~n( ~ .. ·.·•·· .. 

·-v;ERSUS . 
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5. CP No. 21/2013 in OA No.62/2012. . ; 
· Dinesh Kumar Sen s(o. Shri Paras. Ram Sen, by cast. Sen, aged 
ab.out 33 _years, Resident of Plot No .. 273,vishva Karma Colony, 
Ja1pur ·· ,, · · 

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

0~ 

VERSUS 

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

0 

• 

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

• 0 

........ Responde~ts 
(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

6. CP No.22/2013'1n OA No.S0/20~12 . . . , . . . . .. 
Jetendra Singh s/6 Raw at Sirigh, ~Y .cast Rao, aged aboutv 37 

I years, r/o E-46, Mazdoor Nagar, Ajmer Road, Jaipur, · 
....... Appticart 

(By Advocate Shri P.N.Jatti ) 

VERSUS 

1 .. Sum it Bo~e, Secretary· to the Government of India, 
Min.istry of Finance; Department ·of Revenu~, New. 

DeihL. 

2. Atulesh Jlndel,· Chief Commissioner 6f Income Tax , 
NCR:Buildlng, Statue Circle, Jaipur . · 

'. ,.; .... ~Responder,tts · 
' .• 

(By Advoc~te Shri OR. B .. Mathur) 
. i 

7. CP No-.23/2013 in OA No.SS/2012 . . 
Umesh Chandra Pal s./o ~hri Banwari La I Pal, by cast Pal, aged 

· about 33 years,· r/o H.No.lSO, Rai Colony, .Hassan Pura-

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

.(By Advocate Shrr P.N.Jatti ) 
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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, 
31/2013. :35/2013, 36/2013, 37/2013 and 38/2013. ·. 

·VERSUS 

• ~ > ' 

4 

v 

1. Sum it- Bose,· Secretary to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department ,of R:evenue,. N'ew 
Delhi. · 

2. Atulesh Jindel, Chief~ Corhtnissioher of 'Income Tax , 
NCR Buildin-g, Statue Circle, Jaipur 

........ Responde~ts 
(By Advocate Shri ~;.B.Mathur) 

·' "• 
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8. CP No.24/2013 in OA No.53/2012. 
Anil Sharma s/o Shri Shyam Sunder Sharma, by cast Sharma, 
aged about 25 ·years , Village and post Jahota, Teh. Ariler, 
Jaipur, 

(By Advocate Shri P;N.Jatti ) 1 

....... Applica~t 

1. VERSUS 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary to the Government of India, . 
Ministry of Pinance, ;Department Of Revenue, N~w 
Delhi. 1 • 

:; . 

2. Atulesh Jinciel, Chief tornmission~r of. Inc~me Tax , ~ 
NCR Building, Statue ctircle,· Jaipur · 

-~ 

........ Responde··nts 
(B.y Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

I 
·, 

9. CP No.25/2013 in OA No.64/2012 . \. 
Bhagchand Gothwal s/o -Shri ·.Ram : Dhan ' Gothwal, by cast 
Gothwal,- aged about .29 years , r/o Village Esharwala, Via 
Morija, Jaipur 

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

VERSUS 

···---------. ---- -----· 

... ,, 

' .. 
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CP Nos. 17/20131 18/20131 19/20131 20/2013, 
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1. .sumit Bose, Secretary to the Goverm;nent of India, 
Ministry df Finance, Department of. Revenue, New 
Delhi. ·v 

. ' 

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

....... ,. Respondents 
(By Advocate Shri FtB.Mathur) 

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

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

VERSUS '• 
·~ 

1. Sum it Bose, Secretary to th~ Government of India, .. 
Ministry dt Finance, Department of Revenue, New· 
Delhi. · 

2. AtuJesh· Ji'hdel, Chief· C<;>rilmissioner of 'Income Ta?<·' , 
NCR Building, Statue Circle, jalpur 

........ Respondents 
(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) . . . .:~ ' 

·~d 
- 11.· CP No.27/2013 in OA No.Sl/201-2 

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. sum it Bose1 Secretary to ttie,, 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 

····--·---------
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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 38/20n. 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

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

• ·<,: •. ~ 

6 

-~ . 

Mukesh Kumar s/o Shy am La I,· by: cast Dhanka, aged about 37 
years r/o A-6, Shiv Nagar, N¢ar Sophia School, Ghat gate 
Jaipur '· 

(By Aqvocate Shri P.N.Jatti ) 
....... Applicaflt 

iVERSUS 

~- : ·. 

1. Sum it Bo~.~' Secretary to· the Goveniment of .India, 
Ministry . of Finance, Department of Revenue, New 
Delhi. i · · -~ 

I ,t 

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

........ Respondents 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathu~) 

i3. CP No.32/2013 in OA No.571/2011 . , 
(1) Rajend·ra Kumar ·.sfo Shri Ram La I, aged aro"und 40 years, 
resident of S-5, Ganpati Nagar, Jaipur 

! • 

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

. . ·~ 

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

(4) Surendra Parmar son of $hri. Ghanshyam Parmar, age 
around 32 years, resident of 42,! Shiv Nagar, Ghat gate, Jaipur. 

1 •• 

' . 
(5) Vikas Sha.rma son of Shri Babu;··Lal Sharma age· around :24 

· yrs., resident of A-4, Deepak Co.lony, Sheopur, Sanganer,Distt. 
Jaipur. · 

(6) Ravi· Sharma son of Shri Gopa(Lal Sharma age around 23 
years, resident of 1'1, Govind Nqgar, ~gra Road, Jaipur 

-- ·- ·--· ------.. --.. -·---·--·-----------· ---. 
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"1~\ CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013; 20/2013, ; r· 21;2013, 22;2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 

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

',!' :w 

I 
· (7) Lal Chand Biloliiya son of Shri Dhanna Lal,'age aroundt29 
year~, resident of 74;, Kalyan Nagar,· Rampura Road, Sanganer, 

/'-, 

Jaipur · 

(8) Rupesh ·Verma So·n of Shri Dilip Singh Verma, age around 
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, DC:M, 
Ajmer Road, Jaipur 

(10) Us,ha Devi d/o Ram Charan age ~rourid 36 years, resident 
of Badia Basti,Station Road, Jaipur. · 

i ' 

(11) Prashant Saxena son of Shr! G.P.Saxena, age around;26 
't,ears, resident of 4337, Saxena Sadan, Nahargarh Ro9d, 
Purani Basti, Jaipur. 

• (12) Naveen Kumar 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 \26 · 
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.Shri Amit Mathur) 

VERSUS 

.. ..... Applicants 

' ' 
. ' 

·~ 

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

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.ClR. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

.. ...... Respondent,s 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

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

----·-------:---·-------- ' 

-----·-· 



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. 

/ . 
/ 

.\' . 

(1) Mahaveer Sing~ Gehlot .. sf:o. Shri R.C.S.Gehlot, aged about 
33 · years, r/o. Vill.age Pokars~kabas, Sirsali, Chomu, Jaipur, 
presently workmg: m the Incomie:Tax Department, Jaipur. • 

I , 
I 

(2} Jyoti- Nama (R.ajoria) d/o R!. L. Rajoria, age about 30 years; 
r/o Plot No.13, Ranjeet Nag~r, . Dadabari, Sanganer, Jaipur. 
Presently working i'n the Incom'e T~x department, Jaipur. ~ · 
(3) ·Hajari La I Sharma s/o S.L.Sharma,. age around :24 years, 
R/o Village and Po§t Neemla, ;teh~il Rajgarh, Alwar .. Presehtly· 
working in the Income Tax Depatment,Jaipur. ·. : 

(4) Kapil Kumar Sharma Sjo· ShrL-A.B.Sharma, Age around:31 
years, Resident. of D-277, 

1
Pre-m Nagar, Jhotwa·ra, Jai·pur 

presently working in the Incom~ Tax Departm~nt, Jaipur. 
. 

J_S) ·sachin Kumar .Sharma S/d Late R.C.Sharma, Age aro~nd 
29 years, resident of A-239, rvlad~av Nagar, Opp. Durgapura, 

. . I . . . . 

Jaipur. Presently., working in ! th~ Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur. 1 • 

i ' 
i 

(6) Vasim · Akram. s/o Shakil Ahmed, age around 23 years, 
Resident of D-66~ · Jalupura, S:hastri Nagar, Jaipur, prese~~ly. 
working in th.e' In"tome Tax Department, Jaipur. · · · 

' 

(7) Irshad Al'i'·sjo S.~ri ShokatAii,_ Age around 25 years r/oi A-
154, Sector s·, Vid'f'adhar Nagar, ~Jaipur, presently Working- in 
Income Tax Department, Jaipu~. ' 

(8) Shailendrcf Gujrati s/o.Shri Rajendra Gujrati , age about· 35 
years, resident: of 19/220, G~ndhi Nagar, Jaipur.-- prese~tly 
working in Inco·me Tax Dep-artment, Jaipur. · 

''.\• ' 
-.• 

(9) Shriram _Ch?.Ydhry S/o 's~ri ~~am Rai_ ~~()udhry,. age ar~~nd 
23 years, res1dent of . V1llag,e · Sanwaha~ Cha~sll,_ Ja1pur .. 
Presently workin:g in the·Income(Tax Department~ Jaipur. 

(10) Surya Prci'k~sh s/o. ~,Shri -:Om Prakash, age" around .~25 
years, Resideri(bf. 35-36,~·· Sub:hash Marg, · 1C-Schem_~, Jaipur. 
Presently work]ng' in the Incom$.Tax Department~ laipur. : . 

: t 

(11) Jatin Rajoria s/o .Shri ~an]an. Rajoria, age around : 2S 
years, .. resident_:9f_::4f8q!· ~;)\Jah9r.g~rh Ro~·d,_ Jaipuf, presen.tly 
working in the Income·: Tax· Dep~rtment, 'Jaipur · [ 

.r· ' \ 

(12) Kedar Mal Bu.rd~k i;/Cj._ s~ri ~ .. R~Bur~~ak; age_:'arou.nd ~ 33 .. 
years, resider.i(:~ of. Juns_iy~_, P, :0-'~- Etaw_~/ .. Jaipur', prese~tly 
·working in the Income Tax 'Departme~t;Jaipur. ~ 

....... Applicants 
. . ., '• ;i 9!(' ·-~· . .. • . .i.~"f: ' l 

· (By. Advocate Shri Am it Mat11ur D. 
;. I' 

I, 

........ ---·---·-------- ----' 
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VERSUS 

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

Department 

2. Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena, Chairperson, C~ntral 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 
~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.Jarwr:tl, 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 Sari, Tonk Road, 
Jaipur, presently working in the Income· Tax Department, 
Jaipur. 

-~/ 

(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 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, 20/2013, 
21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/20.13, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
34/2013, 35/2013, 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38i2013. 

(8) Suresh Kumar~ Son of iShrf.·':N.L.Verma, age around~ 37 
years, rersident of .. E-265-C, lJal Kothi Yojna, Jaipur~ Presently 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur : 

(9) Rahul Bairwa son of Shd M.L.Bairwa, age around 25 years~ 
resident of 204-A, Bhagwati Nagar, Kartarpura, Jaipur, 
presently working. in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. : 
(10) Arjun Lal Verma son of Shri Gopi Ram, age around/26 
years, resident of· Village· and· Post $irsi, Ward No.12, Jaipur, 
presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. ' 

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

. . 0 

Sanganer, Jaipur . i . · : . 
. I 

j_12) Tarun Jain ·son of Shri Vjm.al. Kumar Jain, age around 21 
years, residemtof 6/ A, · Panchwati Colony, Block-C, Sanga~er, 
Jaipur. :;:· · 

. : .... -.Applicants 

(By Advocate Shri Am it Mathur[) 

:vERSUS 
,, 
\ . 

' 

1. Sum it Bose, Secretary,. Ministry of Finance, 
of Rev·enue, North Block, New Delhi.· 

bepartm~nt 

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

3. Atulesh Jin.dal., Chief Commissiner of Income Tax, N.~.R . 
Building, Statue Ci_~~le, Jaipur. . · 

....... :Respon'dents 
(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur )' 

~-

- I .:- ? : 

16. CP No.35/2013 in OA No.558/2011 . . _.. . · . ; . 
(1) Chandra Shekhar Sharma -~P~<.of N.~.Sharrna, age a~<?yn~ 
41 years, resident· of C-234, Mahes~ .Nag~r , Jaipur; presently 
working in the ·Income Tax Dep~rtrriemt, Jaipur . ; · 

~~~. ~ 

(2) Dinesh Chand son of Shri Lai,Chand, age arol,!.nd 28".Ye~rs, · 
resident of P. No.1 · Girdhar Vihqrt·Ajmer Road,_ Jalpur-302Ql5. 

I , . ._. ·- . o 
·Presently working in the Incori'l~ 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, 33/2013, 
·34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2ql3. 37/2013 and 38/2013· .. 
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(3) Avon Meen,a,. son of N.L.Meena, age around 30 ye~rs, 
resident of Khajalpur, Chaksu, Jaipur,presentli working in the 
Income Tax Department, Jaipur. · 

(4) . Yogendra Kumar ·Sharma son .of R.P.Sharma, age aro"und. 
24 years, resident 9f 53B-4, Kailash Puri, Amber Road, Jaipur , 
presently working in the Income Tax department, Jaipur. . 
(5) Ramesh Saini- son of 'Shri B.L.Saini, age around 25 years, · 
resident of 3/330, Malviya Nagar, Jaipur , presently working in · 
the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

(6) Tarun Jain son of Shri V.K.Jain, age around 21 years, 
Resident of 6A, Panchwati Colony, Sanganer, Jai.pur, presently 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur 

L?) Ashok Kuma·r Saini, son of Jate Shri J.P.Sainii age around 
25 years, resident. of Opp. Man ish School, Harmada, Jaipur, 
presently workingjn the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

-· .. · (8) Bajrang Ia I Meeha son of Shri H.P.Meena, Age around 33 
years, resident of, F-36, Mahesh 'Marg, Jaipur, presently 
working in the Inco_.Fiie 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 Kumar .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. 1 , ·. ,, 

~(11) Amit Prasad Sain, son ofShri Rajendra Prasad Sain, age 
.around 27 years,. resident of B.:.24,_ Senath Vihar, Karni Palace. 
Road, Vaish'ali Nagar, Jaipur, presently working in the Income 
Tax Department, Ja)pur 

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

....... Applicants 

(By Advocate Shri Am it Mathur) 

VERSUS 

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

Department 

'. 

···----· -·---··· 
··--·-· ·-----~ .. -----------'---~-----



· .:i~:<''i'i!?~!;;;;~:.V·i.~~~;~~~i~it@l!~ri!r!(~tff;,~,;i:· :_<: '_, Jf: -~> : .. · " _.. _ .... 

'· CP Nos, 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 
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1 
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2: Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena, Ghairperson, Central Board of 
Pirect Taxes, Ministry of Finane~,· Department of Revenue, 
North Block, New Delhi. i · · 

. :·· ' : 
- . :~ . : . : 

3 .. ~tulesh Jindal?, .. Chief Comrnissiner of ·Income Tax, N.t:.R. · 
BUJidmg, Statue CirCle, Jaipur. !· : · 

(By·Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur Y 
I 

........ Respondents 

17 CP<No.36/2013 in OA No.54i7/2011 . 
. (1). Manoj Kumar son of R.K.Cho.~dhry, age around 31 years, 

. resident of 13/27~, .· Malviya Nagar" Jaipur-302015. Presently 
working in the Int:ome Tax Departme-nt, Jaipur. · ' 

(2) Murlidhar sor. of Shri Ra~ .. C~I, age aro~nd 2S years, 
resident of F-278, .':~al Kothi Scherrje, Jaipur, presently working 

· i_n .the Income Tax Department, .Jai'pi.Jr. 

(3) Mahaveer Das~\:Sairagi son of Shri K.D.Bairagi, age around 
32 years, resideq·t of 9, Krishnapuri, Near Model Town,.·· 
Jagatpur Road, Jaipur, prersen~ly -'·working in the Income Tax 
Department, ]qipur. 1 •. 

(4) Surendra Godiwal, son of :Shri Ramesh G9,d __ iwaf,. ~ge 
around 25 years, resident of c~112, Sector 9, Pratap Nagar, 
Jaipur, presently ·working in the· Income Tax Departme'ht, 
Jaipur; ; · 

' 

(5) Ram· Patt Dixit son of Shri Shiv Datt Dixit, age· arouf19_,)1 
'years, resident of Vatika, Sangaher;· Jaipur ... Presently working 
in the Income Tax pepartment, ~aipur. 

(6) Devendra Singh JadiJ son. d( Shri . Madan Singh; ,-.~g;e 
around ·34 ·years, resident of B-5, Govind Nagar (East), Amber 
Road, Jaipur, .. presently wori<in'g . in the · Irkome_ Tax 
bepartment, Jaipur:; · . y 

· .... ! 

(7) Subhash Chand Sharma, i_s6n of Sh.riR.P.Sharma, .,age· 
around 39 years; resident 9f Brahrrfpuri Ki ... G.ali, Chorl1'u, Jaipur, 

·presently working"in the In'C:ome jTa·x· Department, Jaipur. 

(8) Sure~h. Ku~~r son of. Shri :r$.9_han; Sirigh, age,' around :27 . 
years, residen:~. -~f 38, .. :$hiv N~:gar., .Gh~~t. Gate,_· Jaipur ·,.. 
·presently;working'in the In:come Tax Department, Ja1pur. 

' ' . 

i' . . .... . /~ .. ~ -· ~:_::.-.:..~. }. '- . . . ·, ·~· 
(9) ~mar,Singh.?on of ~~Xi Chl!rlp_i_.Lal.,;.~g~~ arou~d. 41_ye~~s, 
resident of 38, Shiv Shankar Colony, behmd Sophia School, 

• . 



... )_!',. '· ,l . : ·. :'.;.": .:•· 
--~=t~ 1.'; . : 

: .'I 
: . :· f . 
. J; [ CP Nos. 17/2013,. 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 13 

=· ,I .! 2112o13, 2212o13, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
t! 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
~· f 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013, 37/2013 and 38/2013 .. 

·1[ Jaipur, presently Working 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. Presently 
working in the Income Tax Departr:nent, Jaipur. 

. . ' 

(11) Satya Narayan· Sharma son of late Shri R.P.Sharma, age 
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 in: the Income Tax Department, Jaipur 

.... ~ 

(14) Rajendra Kurn.ar Nakwal son. Shri Nath Ram Nakwal, age 
around 25 years, itesident of 407, Purani Basti, Chand pole, 
Jaipur, . presently yvorking in the Income Tax Department; 
Jaipur. · · 

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

(16) Dushyant sain son of shri Ram Lal Sain, age around '32 
years, Resident of 1364, Parshava Nath Nagar, Ne_ar Cheel 
_Gadi Restaurant, Jaipur . Presently working in the IncOme Tax 
'bepartment,. Jaipur;_ . . 

·· .: ..... Applicants 

(By Advocate Shri Amit Mathur ) 

VERSUS 

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

Department 

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

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

__________ ,_ .. ___ _ 
. - - ---=-~'<· ;---- -- . .--: 

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

........ Respondents 

.. .... _,. 

18. CP No.37/201~fin· OA Nb.5:55/2011 

(1). -Kailash Meena son of L.c·. Meena, age around 40 yeqrs, 
:es1dent of 153, Income Tax Colony, Jaipur, presently working 
1n the Income. Tax Department,: Jaipur.. 

(2). Mpyur Kumar son of R.K.Chaudhry, age around 27 years, 
res1de1;1t of G-19, Sidharth Nagar; Nand Puri , Jaipur. Presently 
working in the Income Tax Dep;artment, Jaipur. · · : · 

: 

(3) Uttam Benewal, so~ of. Shri Lal cGand ·Benewal, age 
..aroUnd 40 years, resident of · D-37, Amritpuri, Ghat Gate, 
Jaipur, presently· working In.; the Income Tax Departme'nt, 
Jaipur. : · 

. (4) . Rajkumar Benewal son or'Shri ~.D.Benewal, age around-
39 years, . resident_ • of Shiv Shankar Colony, Behind Sophia 
Schooi,Jaipur, presently working in the Income Tax 
Department, Jaipur. · 

I , 
I , ~ 

(5) Mahesh Atal son of late; Shri L.N.Atal, age qround i32 
. ·I .. 

years, resident of 3149, Raiga:ron. Ki _ Kothi; Ghat gate, Jaip;ur. 
Presently working in the Incom~ Tax Department, Jaipur. , -- . 

(6) Ashok Kumar· Sa in .son df Shri- Ram Kishore .Sain,. ~ge 
around 27 yea.rs, B-66, J.P.Colony,·'sector-4, Vidyadhar N9gar, 
Jaipur -presently working in the .. Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur. 

.: /' 

(7) Heera La I• son of Shri Chitar _ Mal, age around 32 .years, 
resident of 168, Nahri Ka Naka,: Sikar House, Chand pole Baiar, 
Jaipuri presently-·working in the·· Income Tax Departme•nt, 

. . . 

Jaipur. 

(8) Vasudev Sh~-rrJ,~ son 'of shr(:s-:L.Sharma ·, age around 27. 
years; resident of_Village Chandel

1
, ~c:Jian, Tehsii·Chaksu, Jaipur. 

Prersently, workil1g in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. .; 
' 

(9) Rahul Kuma'r Pareek, __ son'· ot._.Shri Prabhu Na~a-in Pare~k, 
age around 25 years, reside~t ___ of,__, 54, Shivaji Nagar, Sha.sri. 
Nagar, Jaipur, :"·'presently wprking in the Income. Tax 
Department, Jaipur. 

(10) -.· · Mahendr_9- Singh son_ o{ _s~,rl. Ma.Iaram, a~e around 33 
years,: rersident ~of Dudowali,! ~h_etrt, Jhunjhunu. Presently 
working in the Income Tax D-ep~artm~ent, Jaipur. 

. ~ . . : . ;·· ·' >: . 

··1.: 

. ·-s 

·---------~-~---- -----' ------------------- --------------- ···-·--- · . .-



t.t : : ' Ji j :--- . ; -. ·:t. / l ;~; •·:. 
' ....... . 

: -" . . 

. ', 'il CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, ' 15 
' ,{ 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
s 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 

t;~ 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013 . 
'v 
' . } 

;; 

.. , 

(11) Surendra Kumar Pi.val, son ·of Shri Ram Prasad, age 
around 27 years, .. rersidentof GG-29, Hasan Pura, · Jaip'\.Jr, 
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 Road, 
Jaipur. , · · · 

.; ... -.. Applican~s 

(By Advocate Shri Amit Mathur ) 

VERSUS 

• • 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary, Ministry of Finance, Department 
of Revenue, North'E~Iock, New Delhi. 

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 lncome Tax, N.CtR. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

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

fi,' 

i9. CP No.38/2013 in OA No.556/2011 ·~ 
(1) Raj Singh son: o_f Shri Laxman Singh, age qround· 44 yea'rs,· · · · · 
resident of 4 Ch 35, ~hastri Nagar Housing Board, Jaipur 

(2) Vinoo Bihari \Sharma son of ·Madan Mohan Sharma~ age 
around 34 years, resident 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 Phatak, 

' ' ' 

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 so~ o{ ShriNemi C~and , age 
around 25 years, resident of 814, ShiVaji Nagar, Ja1pur. 

? 
' 

-- ---· 



..r .. ,' 

. ' i' 
,. 

~ r .. 

~ 
~ r 

~-

·J.} ,:-

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

'

/ 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, : 16 
. 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, ' 

.· 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/20f3, 
. 

l 
ft. 

t 

.. 
' 

(By Advocate Shri Ar:nit Mathur ) . . 

-_,. 

' '. 

·; 

VERSUS 

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

I 

.... ; .. Applicants 

. ·v 

Department 

2. D~<· ,Poonam Kishore ·g~xena, :chafrperson, Central Board of 
Direct Taxes, Ministry of Finan~e~ Department of ·Revenue, 
North Block, New Delhi. l · . . , 

' 

34. Atulesh Jindal, Chief.tcommissiner of Income Tax, N.C~R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. : · 

! 
i 
! 
' ........ Respondents 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

' : . 

ORDER. 
: .·; 

' 

All these Contempt Petitions haye been filed for the non 
' I 

compliance of . the . order of this Tribunal· in . OA 
i '· . 

No.47/2012(Kailash Chand Jat Vs. UOI) and other c~:mnected 

·matters which were decided by qrder dated_ 17.10.2012. The 
I • • • 

notices were issued to the respondent~. The respondents ha;ve 

submitted the reply· and enclosed the· compliance report _dated 

24/25th March, 201i at Annexure.:.R/1. No reply by the. 

I 

respondents has been filed l~ CP No.32/2013 in · OA 
I ·v 

No.571/2011. However, parti'es agreed that the· reply 
! ' 

submitted in other connected con.tempt petitions be treated as. 

reply in this contempt petition also. 
11.~d-~~~ 
~I 

I . ... 
' 

-·•· 

'~ 
·'l!! 

.... ------~-~-'-------- ·-· ............ -- _________ .. _______ ............... -

. .-·-: 

'! ... 

-·:' 

..·--..-· 
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26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013,.32/2013, 33/2013, 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36(2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

., 

2. Since all the cont~mpt petition~ have been filed for the non-
- r - : . 

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

No.547/20-11 andiother connected matters, therefore, with ·the · 

' 
consent of the parties, all these contempt petitions are being 

. ·' . . . : . . .,f.:\·:;,~-.·\ .... ::.~;': .... , •. ,,,,,,,,,.,,,, . .., 

disposed off by a common order; ·For the sake of 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; compiled 
.': .· I • -~ 

fully with the ordef~: of the Hon'ble CAT. The learned couri~el-· · 
t ~ : • 

. '.- ~ 

for the petitioners submitted that Para 10 of th.e order is the· 

operative part which is quoted below; 
; 
' . ... , : ~ ··ic,Y.- :,,:·.;,.,,, .• ,, ..•. ".·.•1'.:.;-~J.:.'::i.'t~l':< 

; 

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

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

14.8.2012. in OA No.531/2011 and ·other connected matters· 

ordered the following reliefs:-

"(i) The impugned ordeFdated 31.5.2011,: [Al] is quashed .. 
·~ 

(ii) The respondents are directed to continue making . payment to ~he · · ·· 
applicants @ 1/30th of the pay at the minimum of the tim~ 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. , . 

i 

(iii) No modification: of the.OM· dated 12:9.2008. is warranted: as, ·the,., .. ,. '''"'~.-···: ... ;f.,;t.··:;·§~l·-r.g. 
legality of the OM has not been in ch~llenge 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 
~~. 

i . -------------------



. :·:.' 

~- l Jr~ . i _ ·: .· · -~ -::: .. ;:~-~t~~rr~:~~i~~~~:~;~~f~~~~-~-~%~~~J(ff.!:1~~-f*-~:~~~~t1~. · i r 
·f .-· 

··- . . - .--. i \ :· .·' ~: ·.. . . . 

'l,( CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 
/ l 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 1 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, t· . 
;f 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. _j 

.l payment @1/30th of the pay ai the minimum of the.itime· sc1ale 
J:,t_f I j 

I i ' 
-· r of Group-D staff. plus DA i.e. ! Rs.292- per day as: basic -~ay 

. . . 
w.e.f. 1. 7.2008 with all consequential benefits. Whereas. the 

respondents in th.e present cas~. have allowed the payrtH~ntf of 
- i . • . 

Rs.292 w.e.f. 1.6.2011. Tlius if the compliance rep:ort . 

$Ubmi~ted by the respondents! at iAnnexure R/1 ·. is accepted 

then there would be two sets of ·employees getting differ~nt ·· 
' ' . : .. 

' 

pay though both sets of employees a·re similarly situated. Qne 
. . I . 

I ·-

set of employees who agitated their grievances before qAT 
' ' 

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

' -····- -~·;-:·r.---- :·.: 
· I \ i 

day w .e. f. 1. 7. 2008 while· the second set of. employees W.ho 

agitated their grievance before CAT; Jaipur Bench would lbe · 
. . ' . . . ~ . ' 

'!-

getting the daily wages of Rs.29~ per ·day w.e.f. 1.6~201-1. · t · .. 
• • I ' 

:-: 
f . ' ··. ··, . 

,· ; . -~. ~ . 

5. The learned counsel for the: petitioners further submitted. 
' . • , ( . I· " .. 

. - ' . ·.._ . .. ·, . . . ' ; .·· . ·. . . . . . ~ ; . 

that Para 7 of the order dated 17.10.2012 in OA No.S47/201l 
o I ~ 

' • • ~,;;· .::;_ I • .• ,. ,:. • 0 i ~ 

and other connected matters is an. observation and not a · ·. :~~ 
' I 
' ~ .. 

. •. ' .· . . t . 
'direction. The direction is contained in Para 10 of'- the order .... 

! . • . ~ ~ ;- . . ~ -~ 

(which has been: quoted. i.n Para 3 above of this ordeir). ·: 
-· '!.·~: ........ •·. -: . . : . ( _,;.. ; .-,~ ; ~-- ,. . ,,_ . ; 

Therefore, compliance report s,ub.mitted by the responde9ts_ 
<i--;..;.: .·~·~.. ' .. . . "·. . ·_: . ·. f: ···.: ~~ . .... 

should n·ot ·be ac·cepted and th:e ·respondents be directed t.to. · ·. 
1 • : 

' '"'"' 

allow the applicants daily wag~s @ Rs.292 11er day w.e.f~. 
· ... !-- ... 

1.7.2008. 
"; 

6. The learned counsel f~r the ipetitioners;'submitted that ~he . 
i 

.order of the CATt,Jodhpur~~Bench d~ted 14 .. 08.2012: has b~~eri 
. ~~?'~~?;·:·: :'.::.~·:1;;.. . ! . 



; -~-, _, 
- ---~· . 
- -~-' -. 

. .:··-

. ( 

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. 36/20~3. 37/2013

1 

and 38/2Cl13. 

'···' 
j .n .. 

.. ·' 

I 

upheld by the Ho~'IJie High Court of Rajasthan; Jodhput:~·a -:.: -
, I " . . . , ~ . . . : . . . 

Jodhpur and the -~rder of CAT Bench ... Jaipur dated. :{7, 10i-2' ·. 
i. 
i . i 

i 

has- also been upheld by the Hon'ble High 
.j 
I 

Jaipur Bench, JaiP,ur. 

: -. 

. i 

· 7. On the other! hand the learned counsel for r~sponde 
' ~ i . ! • -

. ' l .. i . 
submitted that the directions of this Tribunal are containe I ·······>:·""·--· 

I .. ; '. . 

Para 7 of the order dated 17.10.2012 in OA No.547/20l{.· · 
. ~ ·-' . ' . ;,; . . -.· 

~- . i ·.__ . 

other connected \ r;flatters. He submitted that CAT Be.·. 
l .,:_.~ :_:-.\ ': -~;-~:~~.:/:. 

' ' 1 ·--~i::;f~~ 
jJ· Jaipur having consJdered the order dated 14;8.20<1~2 · .·· 

I ...... ,,. _, .·:_· .... . 
! -:.·-. [ :·.: · ... .. 
I ;:: -. -· , 1 - --~ 

CAT, Jodhpur· B~hch quashed the· impugned orrder · d .. 
I . . [: . 
I · i · -·. ··:•· .. r. '-: .. '<•-_, <··;·,,,,,, .. ,,·. 

31.5~2011. and dJrected the respondents to contin~e ,.·rna · · 
. I . ·-. - . I . . .. ·. '· 

payment to the abplicants @ Rs.292 per day instea~ of Rs .. 
l . . i 

per day from the ldate when lesser p~yment of Rs.164 ;p·e · .. 
I . . I·' . ' ' . I , . ~. 

· was paid to the applicants. The Tribunal furth.er di ... ·.., .,.. ... ,.,. 
. 1 . 

1 ;·- :. 

the applicants arr. also entitled . to arrears of lesser. pay 
-~ I. 

I . 

paid by the respordents. 
I ' 
j • f 

l ·;;_ i .. · .. · 
. . . I ~:~:- . . ~T<::; ~,_; _;_ ... _· 

8. The learned cot:{hsel for the· respondents further!}SUbm .. Jio ..... _ •• .-; •• 

. i :' . J:'' .. ~--
that there is no directions in· Para 10 ·of the order· :pfthe.·~ 

i . ·. . i ;• ; . -;. 
dated 17.10.2012. · It .only_ states that OAs are dispose. 

. . . I . . ~'- . . . : \ ~:: ~ _ .. 
view. of the judg'llent rendered by Division· ~~nch ·9f · 

I 

! 

Jodhpur Bench vide its order dated 14.8.2012 anq. since.; 
I : . ' ,. . 

OAs were disposJd of in ·view of the brder of th~ C~TJa.dh. :. ,_·:: __ :: 
. I . ! - .•. - . _-_ 

Bench, therefore,\ the judgment of CAT -Jodhpur· Be~ch -w~ ·• : _· .. --~ 
l .- ' - . ' . ,. __ .- .. -· 

I ... ··.- . 

be treated as part:of the order. date_d 17.10.2012. 
! :.~~·~r _____ ·_?/. ·: _ _:::_,,:~~·-~~~ -
: . 

! -- - ------- --------~,:::::..-___ _,____ __ __:___----~~..;--:-'t+tf~-:-:-.-o::;:'; 



~~ :~ . . ·. 

·cp Nos. 17/20i3, 18/2013,~ 19;:io13, io;2oi3, 
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. 

Bench has not gone into details of the merits · bf the ;:QA .· 
. . . . . .'1 •.. 

independently and ·it relied on the order dated 14.8;20121. of 

the CAT-Jodhpur Bench while quashing the impugned or~er · 
·f .. 

dated 31.5.2011, therefore, it was necessary that the orde~ of 
· .. .. 

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

order pat~d 17.10.:2012 of CAT -Jaipur Bench •. There is 1no 

directio<ns of CAT ; Jaipur Bench to the respondents to pay d~ily 
~ . I . 

wa£jes Rs;292 pe~ clay to the petitioners w.e.f. 1.7.2008. ·lH'e 
. I 

..;:... . }l . ; 

further argued that even the pray~r of the applicants in· OA is 
· . -- . :; : .i ·L 

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

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

17.10.201:2 passed in OA No.547/2011 and other connet~ed 
- ' 

;,· .... 

matters. Therefore, contempt . petitions be dismissed a·n·d-
t ' 

notices be discharged. 
; 

' 

'I 

. . ., '."' ' .. : .. J!.,< . 
9. Heard- the learne'.9 counsels for the parties ahd perused Ghe_?'.~-- _:,0. 

' ·I ' f• 
~ ! 

documents on n~co'rd. 

' ·•· 

! ' . 
) 

. ~ 
~ . 

. - ~ . . . "·tr~ . . _ _,_ . ._ ': -~ .. 

10. We have ca-refully peruse_d the order passed by this beqch 
I 
' dated 17-.-10.2012 in OA No.547/2011 and other ;connectieq. 

matters. We a·re of the opinion -that the directi~-ns of . t.h:e 
!·•'' 

Tribunal to. the re"sp.oridents are gi~en_ in Pa~a 7. P~·~·a 7 of tpe: · 

order is--quoted bel'ow: 

. i·". . . -. :_ .. -:.:. ~ . ;{.:)._ ~ . ":~ ._:t. .-·. ~i';:f. :;~ -. 

''Para 7: Havi.ng:3.conside.red the riV.?.!_I submJ:=;sions of th~"respect!~e·· . _ . 
parties and upciri;::t:ar~f~J ;perus~I ·o(t_he material ava}la~l_~,.,()n_.~~P?t~sL. -~--- _i ·i 

and the relief claimed ·by.the applicants, !;O far as t~e.r~li(3f clair11ed.t : ·· ... , 
by t'rie applican-ts. to quash-·and se(~_side thej~p~gne'd.:~order da~~p.J:, .· · · 

. 31.5.2'011 is con'cerhe'd, _the ~E~Q.rnE7.~! ren_9~~~!:-~ by the· C,l}T-· .. 
. -,'./ ·. ·: ,. . . '. ~:·?-~~~.: .-.. . . - ·-~ ~ 

~ ~' '. i 
--------~-~-·----~---

------... ""-=-··~ ~. 



. .,..--~~"· 

.. ·l·-~ir[7··=~-=- II . 

,•1 ;, . . 
· . ···\( CP Nos. 17/2013, -18/2013! 19/2013, 20/2013, ": ·.t .21/2013, 22/2013, 23/201;3,24/2013, 25/2013, 

•.• lf . 26/2013,.27/2013, 28/2013.: 32/2013, 33/2013, 

•\ ', c': -.. ·t~"::::;: c' • . ' 
I 

.( 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013,. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 
f - I 'I 
f: : ' :!·1· i.~;;,: 
Jr Jodhpur Bene~ is fully applicable as the Division s'ench",·_'.' .~._··<> ~·;r.<r JT'r"IQ 

}~' CAT-Jodhpur has already quashed· and set aside th'e'::~ih1 
lf.~ order dated 3~.5.-11. Therefore, having consideredth~:b_tde,,,,_ ............... Y 

14.8.12 of th~ CAT-Jodhpur Bench, so far as the imp,ug ' 
dated 31.5._11Jis concerned, the same,}s quashed and ~et··asid ., •. w,,

1
,_,y·;n.;;,·».l.'"-', 

respondents 1are directed to continue making payment to 
applicants @ ~s.292 per day instead of Rs.164 per · fro 
date when lesser payment of Rs.164 per day is' ld,:•·.' 

·~'-'·'-·§~;>··applica nts;.·'-''\."T~_eftappl lea nts·>·a re··''a I so 1·entitledito:;iia' · :iiif)l.~l;;:.~~ 
payment paid by the respondents." . 

I ~~ L 

From the reading ·of this Para it is clear -that - I - .. 
• I . , , .. · .... 

order dated 31.5.11 was quashed and ·:;set···.aside ·· · - I . . . ·. - < .... 
r~spondents werel;d~ected to continue making P<;JY. 

applicants @ Rs.f-~2 per day instead- of Rs.164. · 
' l ._--.~· . . . . . . 

J.when lesser payme:nt of Rs. +64/- per day was" 
:j ~~ . ' : . . : 

applicants. The !applicants were al~o entitled to\ ;,;·c 

lesser payment piid by the respondents. . 

11. In so far as·· contention· of the learned- cot.tns 
/ ~. 

applicants thatthj o,rder at Arinexure,R/1 w~re,tq,~ 

a-s compliance ofth~.:_orders of this Tribunal in resp. 

~isobedience is.ll~kged. in the above· batch .o > · 

petitions then t~e~r~!would be:, two sets of employf 
. ' ·1 :!f:C;. t il 

different pay though :both the set~~ of employees, a _ 

· situated and onl·· Set of employe~s Who aglr~:•rcn 
. . . . . . :i 

grievances before C.A.T., Jodhpur Bench would .. be g 
• • • ~ : ! . 

. · .. :,. d<~lly wages·-'~1·:~~:;~'"'2~2·;~ per day ~~t~:i~ff~ct .from q . 
I 

. ! • 

while second set tf· ~mployeeswho agitated,tlleir 

·before C.A.T., Jaipur: Bench would be getting the .. · 
. I . -.. . 

o~ Rs.292/- per daly·" .. yi!ith effect ·from Ol.06~~9.1'l: .. ·r 
I •.... · •.. · ·;;~_ .• ·:~iT . · .. -.. ;"" ,-.. c_,. ..... "" 



f£L~ . " · .. " • ,, -·r·,·:i ' · ''t'~~(>;:~L~.¥~.-,,·,~·''tl·j:',~:,:-,:F;')f.P":')"'~:J{l;Jib:lftt~~~1·~r~:;s·t~t~-$t:~:r~i·it\i;""; 
t/J CP Nos. 17/20i3, 18/2013, ·19/2013 2ono13 : \J,~( 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013~ 24/201

1

3, 25/201
1

3, - ; : 
_-;::~'r 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, ' 
·;~ . 34/2013, 3512013, 36/201~, 37{2013 and 38/2013, ' 

~- .. substance, the a:rgument of the learned counsels 

~i/-::> applicants is that the order passed by the respbhde · 
_:. ;·: ·;. ~ ~· ~! . . ·. . 

: - ·-i '-.- -

Annexure. R/1 results. in discriminati-ng the applicahts . 
. ·,: -- . 

i . 

they are not treated on par With the other employees~ 

may obsetve that this contention may be a ground for them to_ 
-~ ' 

get a r~lief on par with that of the applicants befo're C;A~t~,­

Jodhp_u·r Bench but the same can not be a grou 
·-y- ·-"· .,, • :,.,,_ .• "-,_. • ~-- ·- ·:-·· • •· ··--··<;··_-•·-··•,r:.:;;:·•.-;···''- . - .. , · ---- -,-_ .. , - ····.- · ··- - .•. ····· ·-··:·' ... -. ·- ··-···"'"'·;•. ..,,." __ ,,,,_.,_ .. , ___ :_ -~ ;:~·''l-.r:,.::::;,±_,,:.,t'F"ii~~~hFi>Jf~lfiJ'l~t'~"t-~ff~'i't!::f:J\l/! 

proceed ih the cohtempt proceedings~ The settled _:position of 
. ~: • ! -~.' 

~- i 

law is that in a cqntenipt proceedihgs What is required. to:: 
) . : . ·~ 

j 

gon'e into. is whether there is substantial compliance,- 'or h 

whether there-·· is: r willful disobedience on 
.'!: ' . ' !':. 

respondents. Hehce we are not . inclined to accept(':. 

arguments of the lea,rned counsels for the applicants.: 
~ .. 

.. ; l 
12. We are incline'd .to agree with the submission m·ade by 

I ;• ' ' 

1 .. 

learned counsel fo.r the respondents that Para "10 of ;this o 
- ..... -.- - . . .. ,.- ---~---: ··-:--·- .. , . ,_..,_... - . ···- -----·-. -. ...:, ... , .. -A'··., .:-·· 

·-.. -- Cl6e's :nat g.ive a'nY 1 Ciire~tion 'to ttie respondents~-
, 
i i· 

disposed off in view· of the order of CAT -Jodhput Ben~hi:·:·:- · .. · .. ,.,._, .. _.-_,,.,-,,, 
! " '· ·:: .. , 

Bench has not go~e :·into m-erits of the ord-er dated. ;3.1.;5;~ .. 
- . :. . . :t ·. ·:-~l-: -~--;,_.;-·-:· .:"-;"·:·: :· . 

before quashing \the said order.- This Ben.ch· qu:~sh 
. - _! . . . ·· · _ ; . ..xr·: 

impugned- order dated 31.5;2011 r~lying on· the ordtr 
- - -

Jodhpur Bench· ... ! l)1erefore, the: judg_ment of 
i;;-

- ' -

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

17.10.2012. 

i 

-­
·' 

i . 
. : . 



f .. 

--- .. __ ;:::=.~.::::--------- .. ,_ 

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, ~7/2013 and 38/2013. 

I 
. . ' [ 

13. We have also perused the pleadings in original applicat,ion 

of the petitioners under the relief clause. Relief clause s.d is ·v . 

quoted below : 
). 

~ 

; 
I 

" 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 aiso be directed to pay the arrears with effect: 
from 1.6.202011.". ~ 

~ . 

Thus the prayer· of the petitioners themselves was for the 

payment of arrears-w~e.f. 1.6.2011. i 
> 

I 
l 
I . , 

. i 
_J.., 14. Therefore, we -are of the view. that the respondents h~ve 

. I 

substantially complied with the orders dated i 7_.10.2912-
? 

. ., . ~ . 

passed in OA No.547/2011 and other connecte.d matters of t_his.- · 
. I 

~ 
Tribunal and, ther,efore, no contempt is made out. · .,.,~l"r'<·'··:~;,:,f-~+''·'-''c;j'jl~~'~:~~:'·:~ 

1 ···. 

t .. 
I • . 

· 15. Hence,. contempt petitions are dismissed. Notices issued~ to··. . . . ! 

the respondents · a·re discharged. A copy of. this· order lt>e 
l 
! 

,"
4

placed on the files of CP No. 18/2013, _19/2013,_ · 20/20f3, 
t . 
r 

21/2013, 2l/2013, ~- 23/2013, 24/20~3, 25/2013, 26/20:J.3; 
i 

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

36/2013, 37/2013 and 38/2013 .. 
. . ' f 

However, it is mad·e -clear . ? . 

I 
that if the petitioners still ha,ve a grievance then they ar~.\ ~t 

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

appropriate forum. 

..... ~-----~ ·- .. 

~ --~ 
_., ~--

(M. NAGARAJAN) : . 
JUDICIAL MEMBER . 
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