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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

ORDERS OF THE BENCH 

Date of Order: 0~.04.2014 lc3· o'-\· 2o\~ 

CP No. 26/2013 (OA No. 52/2012) 

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. 

rr· L1' 0-.f'__.. 
( M. NAGARAJAN) 

JUDICIAL MEMBER 

Kumawat 

~~,-
(ANIL KUMAR) 

ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER 
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CPNos. 17;2oi:3; is;2()1:3,·~·9/:Z"o13>1'6;/2o'1·~,- ~- ··· ·.· · ,:·:· -·. :· ·' 
':21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013;- 24/2013'; '25/20i3, · · ., · .: . · ... ~ · 
. 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/201';3; 32/201'3, 33/20i3;. 
:; 34/2013,'35/2013, 36/201Z(31/201'3 and-38/:ZOB. ' ·'' 
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:3: CP ·1\io:-19/20 t3:Jn•:6A No·.46/2()ti· .: ;~ . -~ .. _·'·, :· · .-.: ·· 

~ .. ' . ·. - . 

:vi nod .· Kumar T ~JIQ.r' $/ci>$ h r,(J\J.Ci't,h;LJ: :L~ i(·_tafior,·: ··b~/\ta$t .. · i 
:aged about .Jo .y~ars:/;~,-:t:/0'\4.7~8;'1:.:f?ra·.ta:p:/:Nagar-·cdiohy,·" 

· Gordhanji Ka,w'eiJLMLrrllpUh:i/:·sika·{·:·_R6a_C!-~·;:.Jajpur· _·_·:··.·-_-_·_ 1 .• : .. · . 

. ;{By Advoiat~ ~~r:~i!~"\;~~~;;)c; / •.. ·•. :, :.}~~ft; '< ; .. ;:, . Ap pi ida nt :· 

.:.~!.. ~·::: j~ ,_· >.:-_~-- r': 
_ .... ~ / .... '. 

' :. :: .. · :· 

f •• • '_,', ·' :'' ' . 

.;' :,' . :•·· 
... , ,,.:' .. ,.. .. .. ,': . . . . r'· . 

1. · Sumit:::l~.ds~, se~retar{ t.o··H1~ ·Gov.e:r.n·m:~ht' 
• .. ·_ Mintstry..:of;: Fln~n-c~,- ,·D.~'partme_nt'·: o(-·~ey.e[1w 
· · '· De fh (;':-:;·;··)::-:;_,;: . _};.:.;: ··,;;:,\:: . .J ·•· :.. • < :.. · · -· -·, · 

'~;: .: ,·. ·,;: ' . ' : . ; . :_. ' .... ;i ' ' . ' ' . ) ' ': . . ' . . ' ': . ... 

2. ·At'ule;·h>:j:(gd·ec··:fth·i~(co.mrtlissioner o{In,cbme Tax :, 
. ·. . . . ' . '' •' ' 

· ·.NCR:E?y·iiqtrigf";.f3t<;3tu;e. C,ircle-,;J.ai'pu.r / · · · · ;_: .... 
···:'·:::.·.·: . . t_. 

: ;:--
· · · · .. ~.: .. ·~-· Respond'erit~·:_ 

• . • . " . f ,· '.~ .: 

',; ' .. ·. 

' ·:(By Advocate.Shri;Y,..B·.~athu~} ·• ·. · ·' '· ' . t. :. ·' . . . :: ~ -•. ·:.- j' ,J. ·, .•. 

':' _,:.:: : .. : . ' " ~ . . ,• ~ 

4. CP No.iot26.{3:in· OA .. No.57/2di2/ .· •.. · ·. · . 
) . ' ... '· .·.·.···' 

Ramesh . Kumar Sharm_a, son·· of. Shri.·Sharma,.- . : b·/);,cast 
•. - • _! • - • ••• ' . . ~' -. • • ; __ • • •• ' ; • • .• . : , . - ' ; .• ' . ' ' ' •. :. . •. . • ~.-. i. . ''.-

:Sharma ,"a g eo· ·abo u t-3 Tye,ars I )i 0 ,New:_(:(:) I b h y,·_ G'¢fri'e r; :J _a I p,LJ r: .· .. 

·;·. =. :._ . 

. ·, .. , ',, 
(By Advocate ;;tid P ,N .J~l:ti ) . >. . '"':,Appii~~nt/ 
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· 2·-.. Atulesh)ind~l,f: Chief:Corr.missioner. of··-Income tax· 
·_ NCR-·l3Ulldirig, ·statueCirCie;Jaipur ,._ 
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; ~ , ,: CP Nos. 17/20 13; 18/2013 19/2013 20/2013 ~- :· • . ;; ,J. 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/201
1

3, 24/201
1

3 25/2013 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/20d, 33/~0d, 

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

3 

5. CP No. 21/2013 in OA No.62/2012. , 
Dinesh Ku~ar Sen s(o Shri Para~ Ram Sen, by cast. Sen, aged 
~~i~~~ 33 years, Res1dent o_f ~lot No .. 273,vishva Karma Colony, 

.. ....... Applicartt 
. (By Advocate Shri P;N.Jatti ) 

'v 

VERSUS 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary to the Government of India . I 

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.;ln OA Noi.S0/20;12 .. 
Jetendra Singh. s/0 Raw at Singh,· ~Y ,cast Rao, aged aboutv 37 

· · · I · , · · · • . . 
years, r/o E-46, M·azdoor N~gar, A] mer Road, Ja1pur, · : -

....... Applica!1t 

(By Advocate Shri P.N.Jatti ) 

VERSUS 

· 1. . Sum it Bos,e, Secretary· to the Government of India, 
·Min.istry. of ·Finance; Department ·of Revenue, New 

oelhi .. 

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

: ' 
) .... ' ....... ~Respondet;lts ,. 

'? 

7. CP No.:i3/20l3 in OA No.SS/2012 . 
Umesh Chandra Pal s/o Shri Banwari Lal Pal, by cast Pal, aged 
about 33 years,· r/o H.~o.150, Rai Colony, .Hassan Pura-

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

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

-- ·-- - ·-· . -·-··· . 
-----·---------------------------

·.,. 
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. 't:r CP Nos. 17/2013,·18/2013, 19/2013,20/2013, 

. ~ . ' 
4 

_ · . 9; i 2112o13, 2212o13, 23/2013, 24/2013, 2st2o13, 
ffi' ff 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013,32/2013, 33/2013, 

:) 
.. ;([ 

. ~· . 
, . 

•• ~· !/ 

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

o: f 
~;·l 

ri 
1;- .'· 

. \ -VERSUS 

1. Sumit -Bose,· Secretary to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department .of R:evenue,. New 
Delhi . 

2. Atulesh Jindel, Chief Corhmissioher o.f 'Income Tax , 
< . NCR BuildirYg, Statue Circle~ Jaipur 

.; ... ~ .. Responden,ts 
(By Advocate Shri ~'.B.Mathur} 

,::_: •. 

8. CP No.24/2013 in OA No.S3/2012 . 
Anil Sharma sjo Shri Shyafn Sunder Sharma, by cast Sharma, 
aged about 25 ·years Village and post Jahota,· Teh. Arher, 
Jaipur, 

"<, ....... Applica~t 
(By Advocate Shri P.N.Jatti ) 

VERSUS 

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

Delhi. 
l . 

2. .Atulesh Jinclel, Chief Commissioner of Inc~me Tax , 
NCR Building, Statue Cirde,· Jaipur 

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

9. CP No.25/2013 in OA No.64/2012 . . ;. 
Bhagchand Gothwal s/o -Shri · Ram : Dhan : G6thwal, by cast 
Gothwal,. aged about 29 years , ·rio Village Esharwala, Via 
Morija, Jaipur 

·; 
....... Applicant 

(By -Advocate Shri P.N.Jatti ) 

VERSUS 

,_ 
f \ . \ 
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CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/20131 19/2013, 20/2013, 
21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/201~, 25/2013, 
26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, -~2/2013, 33/2013, 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 3812013. 
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1. -Sumit Bose, Secretary to tlie Government of India 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue Ne~ 
Delhi. · ' ·;, 

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

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

io. CP<No.26/2013 in OA No.S2/2012· 
· ·Sarvan 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 Shrf P.N.Jatti ) 

VERSUS '• 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary to th~ Government of India, .... 
Ministry df,. Finance, Department of Revenue, New· 
Delhi. 

2. AtuJesh· Jihdel, Chief Commissioner of 'rncome Ta?<·! , 
NCR Building, Statue Circle, jaJpur. 

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

11. CP No.27/2013 in OA No.51/201·2 · 
Leelam Chand · s/o Tulsa Ram, by cast Maghwal; aged about 
24 years, r/o H.No.9S,Yasoda Path, Shyam Nagar, Jaipur ' 

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

.t.· VERSUS 

1. sumit Bose1 Secretary to the Government of In~ia, 
M.inistry · of· Finance, Department of. Revenue, New 
Delhi. · · ' 

· 2. Atulesh. Jindel, Chief Co'mmissioner of Income Tax , 
· NCR Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur 

........ Resporents 
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, .18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 6 

I 3, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/20131 

26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, ' 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/20i3·. 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

12. CP ·No.28/2013 in OA No.67 /;2012 
Mukesh Kumar s/o Shyam La I,· by.' cast Dhanka, aged about~ 37 
years r/o A-6, Shiv Nagar, Near Sophia School, Ghat gate,. 
Jaipur 

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

. VERSUS 

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

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

........ ResJ?ondents 

(By Advocate Shri R. B. Mathur) 

13. CP No.32/2013 in OA No.571/2011 . , 
(1) Rajendra Kumar .sfo Shri Ram Lal, aged around 40 years, 
resident of S-5, Ganpati Nagar, Jaipu~ 

(2) Uttram Kumar A?On of late Shri Kishan La I, age around :32 
years, resident of 542, Ajmeri Gate;· Indra Bazar, Ja.ipur · ; 

' .· . ·~ 

(3) Om Prakash Morya son of Shr.i Arjun Lal, age around:33 
years, resident of Nanga! Rajawatan, Tehsil and Distt. Dausa 
(Rajasthan) 

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

(5) Vikas Sharma son of Shri Babu'.Lal Sharma age·· around i24 
yrs., resident of A-4, Deepak Colony, Sheopur, Sanganer,Distt. 
Jaipur. · · · 

(6) Ravi· Sharma son of Shri G()PC3L. La I Sharma age around 23 
years, resident of 1'1, Govind Nagar, ~gra Road, Jaipur 

·~ 

. ··, .. 

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

~~-: 

,:,~ l · (7) La I Chand Biloniya son of Shri Dhanna La I, age around 129 
l ye.ars, resident of 74;, Kalyan Nagar,· Rampura Road, Sanganer, 

Ja1pur · 

(8) Rupesh Verma· so·n of Shri Dilip Singh Verma, age ar6und 
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, Jaipur. 

- \,:_, 
I . 

(11) Prashant Saxena son of ShriG.P.Saxena, age around 26 
)rears, resident of 4337, · Saxen·a 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 Lal Sharma son of Prahalad Rai, ~ge around i26 .· 
years, resident of 249, Mohalla Purohitan, Amber, Jaipur 

~14) Umesh Sharn1a son of Shri Purushottam Sharma,· age 
around 30 years, resident of 2873, Behind PNT quartrers, 
Vishwakarma Colony, Jaipur. 

(By Advocate.Shri Amit Mathur)· 

VERSUS 

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

. ...... Applicants 

' . 

' ' 

Department 

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

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

.. ...... Respondent,s 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

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

--· ----··-·-· 



v . 

CP Nos. 17/2013,-18/2013, 19/201~, 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. 

/ 

. 8· 

(1) Mahaveer Singh Gehlot s/o Shri R.c.s.Gehlot, aged about. 
33 · years, r/o Village Pokars~kabas, Sirsali, Chomu, Jaipur, 
presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

(2) Jyoti Nama (Rajor'ia) d/o R.LRajoria, age about 30 years; 
r/o Plot No.13, Ranjeet Nagar,. [)adabari, Sangalier, Jaip.u.r. 
Presently working rn the Income Tax department, Jaipur. ; · 
(3) Hajari La I Sharma s/o S.L.Sharma, ·age around 24 yeqrs, 
R/o Village and Po§t Neemla, teh?il Rajgarh, Alwar. Presently· 
working in the Income Tax Depatment,Jaipur. · · 

(4) K~pil Kumar Sharma S/o ShrL~A.B.Sharma,:Age around.31. 
years, , Resident of D-277, Prem Nagar, Jhotwara, Jai·ji>ur 
presently working in the Income Tax Departm~nt, Jaipur. 

. j_5) Sa<;hin Kumar .Sharma 5/o Late· R.C.Sharma, Age aroqnd· 
29 years,_ resident of A-239, Madhav Nagar, Opp. Durgapura, 
Jaipur. Presently working . in the Income Tax Departrh<=nt, 
Jaipur. 

(6) Vasim Akram · s/o Shakil Ahmed, age around 23 years, 
Resident of D-6d, · Jalupura, Shastri Nagar, Jaipur, prese~~!Y 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

(7) Irshad Ali s/o' ?,hri Shokat ,Aii,.:Age around 25 years r/o) A-
154, Sector 8, Vid'/adhar Nagar, ]aipur, presently working- in 
Income Tax Department, Jaipur. : 

.. ' 

(8) Shailendra Gujrati s/o. Shri ·Raj~ndra G,ujrati , age about' 35 
years, resident. of 19/220,_ Gandhi Nagar, Jaipur. Prese11tly 
working in Income Tax Dep.artrnent, Jaipur. · 

(9) Shriram Cho.udhry s;o··''shrii Ram Rai Cboudhry, age around-
23 years, resid-ent of . Yillqge •· Sanwal]a~ Cha~~~'-- Jaipur .. 
Presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur; 

(10) Surya Pni.i<a'sh s/o. "s11rr Om Prakash, age. around ._-·25 
years, Resident_,of 35-36,'~_-Subhash Marg, ''C~Sch~me, Jaipur. 
Presently working in the Inc-ome Ta·x Department, Jaipur • 

. \.-

_:._..: 

·.'" 

~-

(11). Jatin Rajoria· · s/o s6ri ~a:~jan. R~j~ria, ~ge __ around; 25 
years, .. resident:.()f_.118~~- ~;~!'Jah~_r.g?.rh Ro~.?'. Ja1pur, presently 
working in the Income Tax Dep:artment, Ja1pur .. _ 

(12)- Kedar Mal· Burdak ._;lei_ Shd G.R.Bur~ak, _age_:··arou_~d:: 33 ·· 
years, · residen~-- of. ]unsiy~, ;P:q<. Etaw_~r:_. Ja1pur, · presently 
working in the Iricome Tax ·oep_artment,Jaiplir. . -~ 

.. .. ..... Applicants 

- .. ·' tt . ·-·~- . . . ... ;~ •. f 
·(By- Advocate Shri Am it Matnur) . >-· 

...... --------. ---------- ......... -----·-------------· ------ ------- -----------------------



!l _, ,_,, .. , ·;- .·· · . 
... ~~ CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 

{{\ 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/201:3, 24/2013, 25i2013, b 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
~~f 34/2013 .. 35/2013. 36/201-3. 37/2013 and 38/2013. -

M . . ' ' 
t)rr 
}I~: 
it-
g~ VERSUS 

9 
,• .. 

IT 
If . ;/' ;: );• 1. Sumit Bose, Secretary, Ministry of Finance, 

of Revenue, North. Block, New Delhi. 
Department 

/ '·' 
~-- L/t 

;''"' 

a.~-

J 
tt·· 
i.' 

·{ 
,,_ 
l~'; 
{{ 

2. Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena, Chairperson, Central Board of 
Direct Taxes, f'.'linistry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 
North Block, New Delhi. · · - -

3. Atulesh Jindal,· Chief Commis~iner 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 Jarw~l son of B.S.Jarw~l, 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, 

'I 

. 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-I,· 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. 

____________ ., _____ --------------------------------------------;""~(· 



···.:· 

.·.: ·. 

. ~ '' 

· ... · .·· 

· .. ,_,.: 

>·;. 

_____ ._....:..._.........._.._~_:.,u.:..~_,=u~=:s.=m ec::::zz:c:s:<r.:~~-.-,-

.. :.,;,~,;~i\~';l,~'i~':ti~J;~~~~~~t~:<i~i·~d,#;i!');;;,,, },:·::,~( :.~~ ~. ·,, .. , ' ~~:;, .· . 
. '? 1(:; 

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. 

. . 

.. 10 -\, 

(8) Suresh Kumar, Son of Shri.·· N._L.Verma, age around: 37 
year~, rersident ofE-265-C, Lal Kothi Yojna, Jaipur~ · Preseqtly 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur 

(9) Rahul Bairwason of Shi-i M.L.Bairwa, age aroUnd 25 years~ 
resident of 204-A, · Bhag"'Yati Nagar, Kartarpura, Jaipurr 
presently working. in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. · 
(10) Arjun La I 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, 

. . . 9 

Sanganer, Jaipur . . · :· . 

j_12) Tarun Jain- son of Shri Vi mal. Kumar Jain~ age around 21 
years, residentof, 6/ A, · Panchwati. Co.lony, Block-C, Sanga~er~ 
Jaipur. ' ·.·. . 

., .: ..... Applicants 

(By Advocate Shri Amit Mathur ) 

VERSUS 
.- ~ . 

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

~ ; 

~ . 

bepartm~nt 

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. , · 

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

;:~. 

16. CP No.35/2013 in OA No.S-58/2011 . .· · ~ .. 
(1) Chandra Shekhar Sharma pon::"of N._~.Sharma, age a~oyn~ 
41 years, resident of C-2_34, M~he~~ .Nag~:. , Jaipur) presently 
working in the -Income Tax Department, Ja1pur . · 

(2) Dinesh Chand ·son of Shri Lal. Chand, ag·e aroqnd 28_years, 
resident of P. No.1; Girdhar Vi hart ,A_jmer Road,Jaipur-302Ql5. 
·Presently working· in the Incom~ Tax Department, Jaipur. 

9 

. ...... - -- ------·-·-·--- -- ----~-------,-- ___,_ ___________ _ 

- . ~ 

-,.·-: ... ·..-.· 

.. ·:.;." 
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(3) Avon Meena, son of N.L.~leena, age around 30 yeqrs, 
resident of Khajalpur, Chaksu, Jaipur,presently working in- the 
Income Tax Department, Jaipur . · · 

(4) Yogendra Kumar ·Sharma son .of R.P.Sharma, age aro'und. 
24 years, resident of 538-4, Kailash Puri, Amber Road, Jaipur , 
presently working in the Incom~ 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 Department, Jaipur. 

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

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

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

(9) Deepak Sa in, son of Shri Ishwar 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, 
Sandi Kui, Dausa. Presently working in the. Income Tax 
Department, Jaipur. 

(11) Amit Prasad Sain, son of Shri Rajendra Prasad Sain, age 
.around 27 ·years,· resident of B-24,_ Senath Vihar, Karni Palace_ 
Road, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur, pres~ntly working in_ the Income 
Tax Department, Ja_lpur 

(12) Pradeep Saini_ son of Shri Maliendra 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 

-----·· ·---------
····------- -

-----'----~-------------· 
- - -- -------· 
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CP NO!!. 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 ... 

. \· 
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2. Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena, chairperson, Central Board of 
Pirect Taxes, Ministry of Finance,· Department of Revenue, 
North Block, New Delhi. · 

r . 

3. Atulesh JindaiL. Chief C6mmis~in~r of :Income Tax, N.C_.R. · 
Building, Statue Cittle, Jaipur. : ·: 

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

17 CP No.36/2013 in OA No.547/201l . 
(1) Manoj Kumar son of R.K.qhoudhry, age around 31 yea,rs, 
resident of 13/278,. Malviya Nagar, Jaipur-302015. Presently 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. · ' 

{2.) Murlidhar Son of Shri Ram ~-~1, age· around 25 years, 
resident of F-278, ,~al Kothi Sche~·~, Jaipur, presently working 
i_n the Income Tax ,Department, Jafpur. 

: ;\{ . 
(3) Mahaveer Das:\Hairagi s'on :of Shri K.D.Bairagi, age around 
32 years, residenJ of 9, Krishnapuri; Near Model Town, · 
Jagatpur Road,· Jaipur, prersently .'working in the Income ta·x 
Department, Jaipur: 

·,. 
,.t 

(4) Surendra Godiwal, son of Shri Ramesh Godiwal, a~fe 
around 25 years, resident of C-112, Sector 9, Pratap Nagar, 
Jaipur, presently ··working . in ~he 'Income Tax Departmeht, · 
Jaipur. 

(5) Ram Datt Dixit son ofShri 'shi~ Datt Dixit, age around :31 
years, resident of Vatika, Sarigarier,' Jaipur. Presently working 
in the Income Tax Department, ~aipur. 

·,··. 

(6) Devendra . Singh Jadu son o._f· Shri ;. Madan Singh,. a9e 
·around 34 years, resident of B-5, Govind Nagar (East), Amber 
Road, Jaipur, presently workihg . in the Income. Tax 
De·partment, Jaipur'; · . · .: 

'.-"! 

\ 

(7) Subhash Chand Sharma,: sq~, of ShriR.P.S~a~ma, age 
·around 39 years; resident' of Bra'hmpuri Ki_ .,Gali, Chomu, Jaipur, 
presently working i~ the Income~ Tax Department, Jaipur. 

\ 

(8) Suresh Kun~ar son of Shri[ s6han; Singh, age_ around 27 
years, resident of 38, Shiv !Nagar, ... Ghat· Gate, .. Jaipur. ,.. 
presently working in the Income:Tax Department, Ja1pur. 

(9) Amar Singh .~on of Shri Chunni·- La I ,,_~ge around 41syehars
1

, 

resident of 38, Shiv Shankar Colony, behind Sophia c oo, 

.· ... ; 



;';:II - . < .-

-r u _ 
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. t ~-
. i{. 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 Department, Jaipur. 

(11) Satya Narayan Sharma son of l·ate Shri R.P.Shar.ma, 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 Na.ka, -Chandpo·le Bazar, Jaipur, 
presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

(13) Ajay Kumar :Muhar son Shri Shyam La I, age around 39 
years, resident of~ A-6, Shiv Nagar, Ghat ·Gate, Jaipur, 
presently working in.: the Income Tax Department, Jaipur 

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

(15) Yogesh Sa in • son of Shri Ram La I Sa in, age around -29 
years, resident of 1364, Parshava Nath Nagar, Near Cheel G?tdi . _ ....... . 
Restaurent, Sanganer,Jaipur , presently working in the Iricotne 
Tax Department, Jaipur. -~ 

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

Department, Jaipur: 

(By Advocate Shri Amit 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 De,lhi. 

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

----------------
. - ----:~ .. :------------

-:::; 
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. ....... Respondents 
(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

.: .. ·~ . 

18. CP No.37/201:3'.1n· OA N6.555/2011 

(1). ·xailash Meena son of L.C. Meena, age around 40 yeqrs, 
~esrdent of 153, Income Tax c,olony, Jaipur, presently working 
m the Income Tax Department, Jaipur.. · 

(2) M,ayur Kumar son of R.K.Chaudh.ry, age around 27 years, 
resideot of G-19, Sidharth Nagar;, Nand Puri , Jaipur. Presently 
working in the Income Tax Department,. Jaipur. · · · 

(3) Uttam Benewal, son of. Sh~i La I Chand ·senewal, age 
.;around 40 years, resident 'of D-37, Amritpuri, Ghat G'ate, 
Jaipur, presently working in . the Income Tax Departme:nt, 
Jaipur. l 

' ' 

(4) Rajkumar Benewal son ·of Shri <;;.D.Benewal, age around 
39· years, ·resident •• of Shiv Sh~nkar Colonyi Behind ·sophia 
Schooi,Jaipur, presently working in the Income Tax. 
Department, Jaipur. - . 

'I ' ~ 

(5) Mahesh Atal son of late. Shri L.N.Atal, age around i32 
years, resident 'Of 3149, Raigaron _ Ki. Kothi, Ghat gate, Jaip.ur. 
Presently working. iri the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. -

(6) Ashok Kurnc;~r -Sain son of Shri.· Ram Kishore 'Sain, age 
aro'und 27 years;· B-66, J.P.Colony,··sector-4, Vidyadhar Nagar, 
Jaipur presently· working in ,the· Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur. _,._ 

(7) · Heera La I son of Shri_ Ch:it~.r Mal, age arou!1_d:· 32 y~ars,. 
resident of 168, Nahri Ka Naka~ .Sikar House, Chand pole Baz;ar, 
Jaipur; presently".working in :the· Income Tax · Departme·nt, 
Jaipur. 

(8) Vasudev Sh~·~ry,~ son "of shri~.s:: L.Sharma-, age around 27. 
years, resident of;_village Ch~nqel. K~lan, ,Tehsil C~aksu, Jaip~r. 
Prersently, .working in the Inco~e Tax Department, Jaipur. -~ 

.. :. l ' ~ ·1,•,'' . ... '· ,.: . .. ' . ~ • 

(9) Rahul Kumar; Pareek,._sori 9f.Shri Prabhu NArain ,Pareek, 
age around 25 years, resideri~ .. :of, __ 54, Shivaji Nagar, Shasri 
Nagar, Jaipur, ·:.'presently working in the In'come. Tax 

. . ... I 

Department, Jaipur. : 
. ' ~ 

(10) Mahendr~- ·Singh son_ of., s~,rJ.. _Ma-laram, a;g~ 
years, rersident __ 9f Dudowali,! l$b.e~ri, Jhunjhunu. 
working in the Income Tax o·ep,artment, Jaipur. 

around .33 
Presently 

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

I 
I . 
' . 

.. ; ~·· 
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~/l 34/2013. 35/201~. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

(' 
lr:'/ 
t···' +P; (11) Surendra Kumar Pival, son ·of Shri Ram Prasad, age 

around 27 years,·. rersidentof GG-29, Hasan Pura, Jaipur, 
presently working in 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. . · ~ 

\· 
·;.• 

(By Advocate Shri Amit Mathur ) 

VERSUS 
: ·:.·. 

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

, . 

....... Applican~s 

Department 

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

3. Atulesh Jinde1l, Chief Commissiner of Income Tax, N.ClR. 
·Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. 

.. ...... Respondents· 
(By Advocate Shri. f}.B.Mathur) 

-~-

19. CP No.38/2013 in OA No.556/201:l 'q 

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

(~) Vi nod 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 Phat~k, 
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 o.{ ~.hriNemi C~and , a'ge 
around 25 years, resident of 814, ShiVaJI Nagar, Ja1pur. 

•. 

,· _..,.· .. 

. O);lil 



... , .. · .j' CP Nos.17/2013, 18/2013> 19/20:3, 20~:~..,~~'< .;;.,,,, 

t 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, . 
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I' f:' 

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

(By Advocate Shri Amit Mathur ): 
·"' • • 1 

VERSUS 

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

' 
( l 

....... Applicants 

v 
Department 

2. Dr. ,Poonam Kishore Saxena,: Chai-rperson, Central Board· of 
Direct Taxes, Ministry of Finance~ Department of Revenue, 
North Block, New Delhi. . -

34 Atulesh Jindal, Chief Comm'issiner of Income Tax, N.C~R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. , 

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

ORDER 

All these Contempt Petitions have- been filed for the non 

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

No.47 /2012(Kailastl Chand Jat Vs. UOI) and ott.ler c9nnected 
-.t 

matters which were decided by order dated 17.10.2012. The 

' 

notices were issued to the responldents. The respondents ha~e 

submitted the reply· and enclosed the· compliance report _dated 

24/25th March, 2·011 at Anne~ure.:R/1. No reply by the. 
: il 

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

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

submitted in· other connected contempt petitions be treated :as 

reply in this contempt petition also. 

~~~ 

h 
I 

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

.-

- -·~· :_ 

·:-, 
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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 con_tj~mpt petitions have been filed for the_ nc;m­

compliance of the Qrder 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 
. . :r· 'I.'~'·:;, '" .·· ,·,:·:., . .i: .•• ,.d:;,<itiii:~tM~m~ 

disposed off by a common order. · For the sake df convenieryce· 
; . 

~ 

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 

'1 . 
I Am it Mathur subrriltted that respondents have not, compiled · 

:;:· ~ ~ . . ~ 

fully with the ordef~-: of the Hon'bl~ CAT. The learned couritel-· .. · 
. ~ ; 

. ,··· 

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

operative part which is quoted below:_ 
; 

' . 
: . : t ._j; __ ~ , __ 

; 

"Para 10 : Consequently, these OAs are disposed of in view of the 
judgment rendered by the Division Bench-of the CAT-Jodhpur Bench v_ide 
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. in OA No.531/2011 and ·other connected matters 

ordered the following reliefs:­

"(i) The impugned order dated 31.5.201~: [Al] is quashed. 
?. 

(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. 1 : 

(iii) No modification: of the OM dated 12~·9.2008 is warranted as·:·~he:'·'·'~'''' .~i':"t~;v'?~>, 
legality of the OM has not been in ct1~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 . 
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l p 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, / l 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 3812013. 

fl payment @1/30th of the pay at the minimum of the;time sdale 
r .L (i r· .t . 

of Group-O 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 the present case have allowed the paymemt of 

Rs.292 w.e.f. 1.6.2011. 
. 

Thus if the compiiance rep:ort 
. ' 

$Ubmitted by the respondents at :Annexure R/I is accepted 

then there would be two sets of employees getting differ~nt 
> 

pay though both sets of employees are similarly situated. qne 
I ...... ' 

set of employees . who agitated their grievances before qAT 
~ . 

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

. \t ~ 

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

' 

agitated ·their grievance before CAT, Jaipur Bench would ~be 

getting the daily wages of Rs.292 per day w.e.f. 1.6.2011. ' 

5. The learned counsel for the petitioners further submitted 
1. i; --

that Para 7 of the order dated 17.10.2012 in OA No~547 /2011 
' . i 

• . • .. . h -- .. :, • • ~ ·' 

and otl1er connected matters is an. observation and no~ a 
"• ... - I' 

direction. The direction is contained in Para 10 of- the order ... 
• ,,1 ·-f , .. 

(which has been . quoted in Para 3 above of this ord~). ·· 
t: 

. ';. i -~- :;. . '· . 

Therefore, compliance report s·ubmitted by the respondeQtS 
i 

should not be a2cepted a~d the respondents be directed; to .. ·· 

allow the applica~'ts daily wages @ Rs.292 11er day w.e.f~ 

1.7.2008. 

~. The learned counsel .for the ·petitioners'submitted that the 
' 

order of the CATt,:cJodhpur-Bench- ciited 14-.08.2012 has b~en 
<~-~;!;~~~--:~~-- :~--~;~:;:·;~~.. !' . 

. _·-: 

. -

. ~ .. 

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

f· 

i . . . . -.... ' •:. ·. 
uph~ld by the Ho~'ble High court of Rajasthan, Jodhipur:::eeri · ·-· 

I ". :. .. ·. 

Jodhpur and the order of CAT Bench:..Jaipur dated :i7 jo~2 __ ,,.,_ .. ,,_,_.,._ .. _, __ ,_ 
' j ' 
! . I . 

has also been upheld by the Hon'ble High· CourttiRaj 
i ·I 

I 

Jaipur Bench, JaiJ:?ur. 
; . 

I 

! i 

7. On the other! hand the learned counsel for 
j ) : 

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

I : . ; . . 

Para _7 of the order dated 17.10.2012 in OA No.54J:/20t{_--_,·-_-___ ,.-.--.. -.. 
~- ! ;_· . . . ' . ' ' 
other connected I r;ilatters. He submitted that Cf\I~ B · . l -~·f ::! . :;:< .. . ··',·-'·" ,,,._,.t;,·;. 

Jaipur ·having cons,idered the order dated 14.-8.20·12' ___ ;., ... ,._.,_",. 
! rc . , - --

CAT, Jodhpur· B~hch quashed the·· impugned o~der.·:d · 
i . ! : 
! . . i . . .•..•••.• -•. _ .. ,., .. ,", 

31.5.2011. and d
1
irected the respondents· to contin~e ··-~a. · ·_ 

. l . . . ~ . . . 

payment to the abplicants@ Rs.292 per day instead.of.Rs.< 
I . ! .: , . 
i : . 

per day from the jdate when lesser p~yment of Rs.l~;~p·e:··. 
- I . . : . . -- .• -.. 

was paid to the applicants. The Tribunal furth.er dii-ected .t 
. j . . . . . ! . < ; ,:<~;' '·fffi&);1: i[;t~~f,.:i 

~- the applicants arF. also entitled ·to arrears of less~r pay _ ·_ 
. I . 

. I 

paid by the respordents. 
I , 
I . 
l ·->. ! 

- · f ~:t: · . )r -~~---- --- { .. ·:._ · 
8. The. learned coliiisel for the· respondents furthen;·submi 

i : I : < _- .. ·· .. 
that there is no qirec;:tions in Para 1q of the order -:.;ofthe. :'Tr,e:f.f.:-fi~'f.' 

! . :··. 
It only_ states that OAs are qispo · _. 

. . i' . . . 
... -.. . . ~ I . >.-: :. . , :. ..· -. . . 

rendered by Division· B~nch·:·orth · .- : 
I ·. ·;:·.•: ' 

dated 17.10.2012. . I 
. . : I 

view of the judg~ent 
' 

Jodhpur Bench vide its order dated .14.8.2012 anq __ I ' · · l ! -_,,. ·· ': ' · · u.-;N:,,c,.-•r•)''''-"'8'"' 

OAs were dlspos,d of in view of the Order of th~ cj\TJodh; 

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

be treated as pa~t of the order. date_d 17.10.2012. The.:-IJ . 
1 _, \ ;·.·--·-~/~:~-" ... ~~-~~ 



~-
,_ .. 

· ~ . ·tO'"' . .•. ~·-·~Tr~·-rl,.~~'Zr•:t;;®<~,; ::::---:-.-:--~"" 
.. ~r. .. ,·' ·· " ... ,,.,~,.~~.1'\!."l-'~'"il\1!t~-,~~~·~r·ii'•·~·~-.i~k~··~·~~~··' "·•·ir t, . • -~ • . . . ·:·: .:·. ",· ·. · . ' · '.:•,'c' ·: '•' ''· '·. ·· ·, .. ' .. , '• ·. ,' i .. , 
. . - t ~ ' . 

. I'. .. .· . ' .. . .. 

'· s ··cP.Nos. 17/20i3, 18/2013,' 19/2013, :i.0/20i3, 
/! 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 

.l 

! 20 
t . i' 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 

i: 34/2013. 35/2013, 36/2013, 37/2013 and 38/2013 .. · 
/ 

I . 
~- . 
t ' 

-!· . 

Bench has not gone into details of the merits bf the '0A · 

! ' 
independently ·and ·it relied on the order dated 14.8.20121 of 

-~ 

the CAT-Jodhpur Ben.ch while quashing the impugned order· 
. ' . 

·;, 

dated 31.5.2011, therefore, it was necessary that the orderi of 

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

order oat~d 17.10 .. 2012 o.f CAT _:Jaipur Bench. There is lno· . . - . ~ 

.;., 

directio'ns of CAT : Jaipur Bench to the respondents to pay·d~ily. 
.. . ..·. . . >~\ . [ 
wages Rs;292 per aay to the petitioners w.e.f. 1.7.2008. -;He 

- . t ' 

f~rther crrgued that. even the pray~~ of the applicants. in OA is 

to pay Rs.29~ per day w.e.f. 1:'6.201,1. Ther~fore, ~he 

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

17.10.2012 passed in OA No.547/2011 and other connec~ed 
. ' ~ ' 

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

notices be discharged. 
. ~ 

; 

- ~ : 

- :~. .. ·. ~l-. -~~--· 
. . . .. .. , ... I .. 

9. Heard the lea'rne·d counsels for the parties ahd perused th:e:~.-· ..... 
. .1. • :- •..• 

documents on reko'rd. 

+' 

! ' 
i 

. ~ . 

10. We have ca-refully perused the order passed bythis be~ch 
. . . . ! 

' 
dated 17.10.2012 in, ·oA No.547/2011 and other connec~ed 

i 

. i_ ·: 

matters. We a·re of the opinion that the di·rectio.ns of ~:e 

Tribunal to. the 'resp.oridents are giVen, in Pa.~a 7. P~·ra 7 of tre· · 
1- _ •• ; 

order is ·quoted belOw: . . 

. . i ~. . . . . ' ·., . &. . ,d.. . '} ·, ,)i;;. ·; .. ,; 
''Para 7: Having5conside.red the riyel submJ?sions of th~. respect!~e· .• 
parties and upoii;'careJu.l :perusql q~J_he material ava,ila~,l,e,pn .. ~~~<;>~c;L. ·. · · 
and:the relief cla·imed .. bYthe appl.i¢_9nts, ~o f~r ap t~~ .. ~~!l~f claiiT'\ed> 
by t.he applicants. to quash· and set ~-~ide the,LI)l~~gnectp-rder_ da~E3PJ :. -· 

· 31.5.2'011 is cori.Cerhea, _the Jf!S-~.rn~~~ ren_~!:~~~. by the' CAT-· · 
. '~ . . • '. . ' (,\(};..,t ,S 

.. - .. ,~.· -~i! 



:-•:. 

·-·· 

CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013,-19/2013, 20/2013, 
.21/2013, 22/2013, 23/201;3, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
. 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 

34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013,.'37/2013 and 38/2013. 

1 . . , ~:-J,;:·C·E-;:: · 
Jodhpur Benet) is fully applicable as the Division a·~-nch.' nr-"r""" 

CAT-Jodhpur ra~ already quashed· and set aside. th1e;:dtTI · ..... 
order dated 3~.5.11. Therefore, having considered the'~o · ·-
14.8.12 of th¢ CAT-Jodhpur Bench, so far as the imp1ugn· 

·dated 31.5.l11is concerned, the same ,is quashed and ~ef:a · r .­

respondents I are directed to continue making payment ::to'­
applicants @ Jfs.292 per day inste_ad of Rs; 164 per d:ay ._ --· .. · -·"'··· ... ,~.-. __ ,. 
date when lesser payment of Rs.164 per -day is 'p~id :it· .. 

.. :,~,,, :·W:!-app_licants;'·-•:<';·T:r.ertapplicants-~·are·'~also -i·entitled+to~~~arre~,·r~ -;~-~-o · fi~le~sst~·~ 
payment paid by the respondents.~' 

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

f ; .. 

order dated 31.5.11 was quashed and ·set .asid · · 
- I . . I ' , 

: ' 

r~spondents werel d~·ected to continue making pa 

applicants @ Rs.29,.2 per day instead- of Rs; 164: 
.. I ·'···· . 

. l ;/ . ·~ . '· .. :; .• · ; . 
when lesser payme·n_t of Rs. :{.64/·· per da·y . was~ ·-_. · ·_.,,c··--~·•.-;·~~-.;~,.;::;"·' 

--1 ::~ . . :. . - . : I ; i . :, ·•- .. 

applicants. The jal:>plicants were also entitled to, i:.;~~to~:-.: 
I ~· . I . -~·- . 

lesser payment paid by the respondents. ,: I : ·. -_ · . l . ' 

1-1. In so far as -contention of the learned 

applicants that thi order at Annexur7R/l WE)rei~~, •. 

r\. a-s compliance of:th~:.orders of -this Tribunal in re _ _ r.r,;·r\rf' 

disobedience is ~~~Qged in the· above batch·. , 

petitions then. t~e~r~i~ould be two·. se!ts of em pl ...• · · ..• ·.·'":· .,,._,s-{.;:·"'"'"'/;1' 

- ·1 ;~':; -.- · - --. -~--- . -· ·1 

different pay though.:both the sets-ofemployees. a:·· 
- I . - . - . -.. 

situated and one·_ set of emp_loye~s Who agit __ -t'::~·,·.t-~~ ... ct.i'F'?it-h':Bii 
- - 1· - . - .i · -

. . -I 

·grievances before C~A.T., Jodhpur Bench woulc;l_ .b:e -~ 
·.··.,. "··· .· .. ,, •.·. ·,_. --::-:·=~:··Jr/;.;~t?:tF".:l;.:~.-~.;:•::- ~~~-,~·_;·::::,:~::·/·,·::h.~: -":;:?:~i"::~.::.z:_;.· '···: ~:;£;·~:\· .:- .·:· · ···· .. -·=.-·. :·: •· : · .. · ·:';·'(=:":,.., :'·. />: !··. : · .. ::· · .~ , : · ~· . 

. ,., . daily wages'·ofR:s'~·-_292/~ per day wit~; effect from or 
t - . I . '', ·_ 

w-hile second set bt, ~mployees ,w,ho agitat~d t~~Jr ~:;~t:i ...• 

before C.A.T., JaiJur Bench would be· getting the d~l 
o~ Rs.292/- per- daly:~y\/ith effect from 01.06:~01'1. · ·r -· 

1·· · -;~;;~:1 
' ,_, 



~};~ ·c;·· • ·: ' \ . ' '''~ "i' ·;¥ "' :;;:~':::(f·,·-:_·_:_- ~:¥ .,, '1:·,c;l~i·Vi~c:·:~·~f.f?'Ji':<:.ii\!!VJi':;!'jf(irg;i;f':::t~:2j~j;~.~l:i~'~k@if. 
~·j · CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, _19/2013, 20/;a013, 

- "' 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013~ 24/2013, 25/2013, 
. 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
·· 34/2013. 3512_013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

substance, the argument of the: learned counsels· 
I -

applicants- is that· the order passed by the . respbhde . · : 
i f! ·I . ·. . ·-. ' .... .,~.·:~I .. 

Annexure. R/1 re~ults · in discriminati-ng the appli~~hts> .. :~{-
-l . 

they are ~not treated on par with the other employees;·_ -·• · 

may observe that this contention tnay be a ground f~r them 

get a r,elief on par with that of the applicants befo're 
. . 

i ' 

proceed .in the co:ntempt proceedings;. The settled 

law is that in a cqntempt proceedings what is requ_ired . .to·· .. · · 
J. • •. : •;:•? :, , , .• ·:,o-.--;,·-•.-.·,.•.;o;« 

f . : ..... ' '· ·, 

gone into is whether there is substantial compliarice.~'or h ·: ·· 
: I ' . ':. ; ~ . . ~ :; . ;·. ;,_·. ·' 

·-;~;.-{-

whether ·there··· is willful disobedience on 
I ! j. 

respondents. . Hence we .are not . inclined to aGcept~:> . . 
. ' . 

arguments of the lea/ned counsels for the applicants.: .... 
.. . ~ . . ' . . . . . . ! . . 

12. We are inclined .to agree with the submission made by 
! ··: . ,. : . . . 

learned counsel fo.r the respondents that Para '10 of Jthis o 
· ....... , · · ..... - · -~.--.- ........ ·.. .. • "-·'· · ,_ ........ ". ., · .......... •· ... /.)>·.-. _, ... ·· · ·--·,-'· ... ·' .. --_ ... ·;,·<; ·i t?~TW:d~t\~;~;;'_t~'~'~J~~ti~~~~ 

· doe.shdt gJV'~·a"riV 1 directt6ri to theresponaents~- Th ·: · _ ··_ 
' I. ··!· . 

disposed off in view of the order. of CAT -Jodhput Bench. 
! ' ' . ·.· 

. i. - ; ~' . . ·- . ' ! ~ :· -, - - . 

Bench has not gohe !;into merits bf the order dated·. +3.1.i :. 
. I - - .:-;. •· 

!·. 

before quashing jtt1e said order.·. This Be.nch 
. ·-·i. . .· _ _ . ,.r> ','_::_. 

impug·ned-order-dated 31.5.2011 relying on· the orclrrs·,_~f. 
. . i . 

Jodhpur Bench·. \ Therefon~, the -;judg_ment of CAT -Jodh 
I C.~~ 

Bench was to b~- treated as .;part . of the order 
·-' 

17.1 o. io 12. c­
_.-

.! 

' .: : . 

.... ---·- ----'-------------'' 



:~<!fii~ ... r ~;;:;~--~=- ,:::~ __ .. __________ _ 

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. 3.7/2013 and 38/2013. 

. ~ .. 

-, . ' t 
13. We have also p'erused the pleadings in original applicat;on 

of the petitioners under the relief clause. Relief clause s.2 is 
-~ -
). 

\ 

quoted below : 

" 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 ~ith 
the rate of Rs.292/- per day with effect from 1.6.2011 and onwards 
and the respondents also be directed to pay the arrears with effect: 
from 1.6.202011."- ~ 

j . 

Thus the prayer of the petitioners 'themselves was for the 
! 
1 . 

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

1 
l 
t 

' . I 
14. Therefore, we. are of the view. that the respondents h~ve - · 

i 
i 

substantially comp>lied with the .orders dated 17 .10.2q12 
'? 

. ~- I 
passed in OA No..547/2011 and other connecte.d matters of t,his. 

. I 

•. 

I 
- Tribunal and, the~efore, no contempt is made out. . . - _- .-,··1··-r<··~:-:;,~.,~--'·::;t·~~t-~·r';)~~~ ,; 

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

. ! -

the respondents are discharged. A copy of this order lt>e 
! 

_,( placed on the fUes of CP No. 18/2013, _ 19/2013, 20/20~3, 
' t f 

-21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/20f3, 25/2013, 26/20~3; 
i 

27/2013, 28/2013; 32/2013, 33/2013, 34/2013,; 35/20}3, 
. ! 

' 

36/2013, 37/2013 and -38/20-13~ 
' i 

However, it is mad-e--clear 
- - ' . 

[ 
- I 

- that if the petitioners still h~ve a grievance then they are_\ at 
' 

liberty to. seek . the redressal -of their grievance before the 

appropriate forum. 

. . llfJ--. --~ - . ---~ ~~:§~~J; . . 
(M. NAGARAJ AN) • : -
JUDICIAL MEMBER 
Adm/ 
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. (1\~JL KUMAf{) . 
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