
CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

ORDERS OF THE BENCH 

Date of Order: 03.04.2014 l_o3. OLt·· 2..Dl'--') 

CP No. 36/2013 (OA No. 54.7/2011) 

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. 

r-r·L..Je-f-­
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JUDICIAL MEMBER 
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A~LyWVw-'--r 
(ANIL KUMAR) 
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2. Atulesh Jindel, Chief Commissioner of Income Tax , NCR · 
Building, Statue Circle, Jai.pur 

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

3. CP No.l9/201.3· in OA No.46/2012 
Vinod Kumar Tailor S/o Shri Nat.hu· Lal Tailor, by cast Tailor, 
aged about. 30 years,· r/o 47.,.B,. Pratap Nagar Colony, Near . 
Gordh,anji Ka Well, Murlipura, Sikar Road, Jaipur 

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

VERSUS 

1. Sum it Bose, Secretary·· to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Fina'n-ce, Department of Revenue, New 
Delhi. 

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

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

4. CP No.20/2013 in OA No.57/2012· 
Ramesh Kumar Sharma, sori of Shri Sharma, by cast-
Sharma, aged about 37 years, r/o New _Colony, Goner, Jaipur . 

....... Applicant 
(By Advo·cate Shri P. N .Jatti ) 

.- .. 

VERSUS 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary to the -Government of India, 
Ministry of Fi·nance, Department of Rev.enue, New 
Delhi. 

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

.. ; ..... Respondents 
(By Advocate Shri R. B. Mathur ) 
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·34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 
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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 -- ··· 

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

VERSUS 

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

Ministry of . Finance, Department of Revenue 1\Jew I , 

Delhi.· 

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

.. ' 

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

6. CP No.22/2013'in OA No.S0/2012 . . . . . 
Jetendra Singh s/o 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 

DeihL 

'(By Advocate Shr(.R.B.Mathur) 

7. CP No.23/20l3 in OA No.SS/2012 · . 
umesh Chandra Pal sLo Shri Banwari Lal Pal, by cast Pal, aged 
about · 33 years,· r/o · H.No~150, Rai Colony, .Hassan Pura-

C,Jaipur, . A 1· t ....... pp 1can 

.(By Advocate Shri P.N.Jatti ) 

---·-··- ·--------- ···---
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'f/ CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013,1 
f: : 4 . 

. ~ I. 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, f r 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013,' 32/2013, 33/201~3, . J'J 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

£?,I' .;· t p; 

~! f ·VERSUS 

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

2. Atulesh Jindel, Chief Cori\missioher of 'Income Tax , 
, . NCR Buildirfg, Statue Circle, Jaipur 

! . 
i 
I 

........ Respondents . I 

. ! 
(By Advocate Shri ~~.B.Mathur) 

. .,:~- II 

~ 1 . I , . .,, I . . 
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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. Aliler, 
Jaipur, ; 

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

VERSUS 

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

'; 

·-
.. . ~ . . . :~ . 

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

' I 
I 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mat~ur >I 

I 

c>'.. :. ' • 

........ Responoents 

9. CP No.25/2013 in OA No.64t2012 . . ;, 
· Bhagchand Gothwal s/o -Shri ! Ram • Dhan' Gothwal, by cast 
Gothwal,. aged about .29 years , r/o Village Esharwala, Via 
Morija, Jaipur ! 

I 
I 

··.; -':. I 

(By Advocate Shri P.N.Jatti ) I 
i 

I . 
~ERSUS 
I 
I 
I 
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....... Applicant 
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1. -Sumit Bose, Secretary to tlie Goverm;nent of India 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, Ne~ 
Delhi. ·v 

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

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

. . 
10. CP<No.26/2013 in OA No.52/2012 

·:lf! ·-Sarvan Kumar s/o Madan La I, by cast Harijan, aged about :34 
~f years, r/o Hari Marg, Raigar B.asti, Malviya. Nagar, Jaipur · 
f . . . , ....... Applicant 

~Y Advocate $hrf P.N.Jatti ) 

VERSUS 

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

2. Atul.esh Ji~del, Chief Commissioner of 'Income Ta~·· , 
NCR Building, Statue Circle, jalpur 

........ 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 c~st 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 Bose, 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 

····-----------·-
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34/2013 .. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2o!i3; 

6. 

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

I 

12. CP No.28/2013 in OA No.6'i/2012 
Mukesh Kumar s/o Shyam La I·, ~y' ca~t Dhanka, aged about: 37 
years r/o A-6, Shiv Nagar, N¢ar Sophia School, Ghat gate,. 
Jaipur 

(By Aqvocate Shri P.N.Jatti ) 

i 
I 

jVERSUS 

....... Applica~t 

1. Sumit BoT~' Secretarx to the Goveniment of .India, 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, New 
Delhi. 

I 4. · -~ 

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

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 
! 

! 

! 
I 
I 

13. CP No.32/2013 in OA No.571/2011 

........ ReSJ?Ondents 

(1) Rajendra Kumar .s/o Shri Ram Lal, aged around 40 years, 
resident of S-5, Garipati Nagar, iJaipu~ · 

(2) Uttram Kumar ·:$On of late Shri Kishan La I, age around ,32 
years, resident of 5'42, Ajmeri Gate;· Indra Bazar, Ja.ip.ur · 

I 
I • 

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

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

I .. 

(5) Vikas Sha.rma son of Shri ~abu'·Lal Sharma age·.around =24 
yrs., resident ofA-4, Deepak Colony, SheopLir, Sanganer,Distt: 
Jaipur. 

(6) Ravi· Sharma s~n of Sh.ri Gppal·.·Lal Sharma age around 23 
years, resident of 11', Govind Nagar, Agra Road, Jaipur 

' . 
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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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r t 
(7) La I Chand Biloriiya son of Shri Dhanna La I, age around 129 
ye.ars, resident of 7~, Kalyan Nagar,· Rampura Road, Sanganer, 
Ja1pur · · 

(8) Rupesh Verma so·n of Shri DUip Singh Verma, age aro'und 
25 years, resident of 4/116, Malviya Nagar, Jaipur ; ~ 

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

r . 

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

·. I ... ·. . .. 

(11) Prashant Saxena son of Shri G.P.Saxena~ age around.26 
't,ears, resident of 4337, · Saxena Sadan, Nahargarh Ro.~d, 
Purani Basti, Jaipur.- - ' 

(12) Naveen Kurrlar Verma son. of Shri Jai Raj Verma, ~ge 
;,.. around 24 years, resident of 419 , Kamla Nehru Nagar, Jaip'ur 

I . 

(13) Kanahaiya La I Sharma son of Prahalad Rai,. age around \26 . 
years, resident of 249, Mahalia Purohitan, Amber, Jaipur 

(14) Umesh Sharma son of Shri Purushottam Sharma, age 
around 30 years, resident of 2B73, Behind PNT quaitrers, 
Vishwakarma Colony, Jaipur. 

(By Advocate-Shri Amit Mathur) 

VERSUS 

1. sumit Bose, Secretary, Ministry of Finance,· 
of Revenue, North .. Biock, New Delhi. 

.. ..... Applicants 

~ . 
; 

-l • 

Department 

2. Dr. Poonam Ki.shore 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. 

. ....... Responden~s 
' . 

(By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) 

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

----------~---~----------. ---· ------
:· ... '.' 
•.!, 
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(1) Mahaveer Singh Gehlot s/o Shri R.C.S.Gehlot, aged abOut 
33 years, r/o Village Pokarsakabas, Sirsali, Choniu, Jaipur, 
·presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. . 

(2). Jyoti- Nama (Rajoria) d/o R.L.Rajoria, age about 30 years; 
r/o Plot No.13, Ranjeet Nagar, Dadabari, Sangarier, Jaip.u.r. 
Presently working i'n the· Income Tc;tx department, Jaipur. 

' (3) Hajari La I Sharma s/o S.LSharma,. age around 24 ye~rs, 
R/o Village and Post Neemla, i teh?il Rajgarh, Alwar .. Presently· 
working in the Income Tax Depatment,Jaipur. · 

( 4) Kapil Kumar Sharma S/o ~hri.<-"A.B.Sharma, Age around; 31 . 
. years, Resident of D-277, ' Prem Nagar, Jhotwara, Jai·!i)ur 
pr.esently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

I • 

I 

J?) Sachin Kurnar .Sharma s/o Late R.C.Sharma, Age aro0nd' 
29 years, resident of A-239, ;Madhav Nagar, Opp. Durgapura, 
Jaipur. Presently· working . in the Income Tax Departrh¢nt, 
Jaipur. , 

I 
I I . 

. I 

(6) Vasim Akrarn s/o Shakil! Ahmed, age around 23 years, 
Resident of D-:-60, Jalupura, Shastri Nagar, Jaipur, presently 
working in the Incbme Tax Depart"ment, Jaipur. ~ · 

(7) Irshad Ali s/o Shri Shokat: Ali,. Age around 25 ·years r/oi A-
154, Sector 8, Vidy'adhar Nag,ar, :Jaipur, prese_ritly working· in 
Income Tax Depa·rtment, Jaip~r. : 

(8) Shailendra Gujr.ati s/o Shri' Rajendra Gujrati , age about' 35 
years,. resident. of 19/220, Gandhi Nagar, Jaipur. · Preseqtly 
working in Income Tax Department, Jaipur. · · 

(9) Shriram Ch_oudhry S/cr'"shri Ram Rai Cboudhry~ age aro~rid 
23 years, resident ·of . .Vill~ge. Sanwalia·~ Chaksy,_ Jaipur .. 
Presently ·working in the Incor111e Tax Department~ Jaipur. 

(10) sl.lrya Pra·k~·sh s/o ~Shr'i · om Praka-sh, age. around ~25 
years, ·Residen(of. 3.5-36;: Su'bhash Marg, 1C-Schem.~, Jaip:u.r. 
Presently workin~;(;in the Inco~e Tax Department; Jaipur. 

,, 

(11) ... Jatin ~aj~ria: sjo s6ri ;p_·aQjan. R~j~ria, age. aroun~. 2S 
years, .. resident.~~_of ... 418p,.~;;·.Nar·C!r9~rh Ro~_d,_ Jaipur, presently 
working in the Income Tax· Department, Jaipur 

' '· • • ·, I 

' \ • • I. -~ ' i '~.. ' ' ' • ,Q._ . • • ;.;:_, •· -..~ ~ ' 

(12) · Kedar Ma! Burdak_s/<i: Shd G.R~Bur~ak, age around -33 · 
years;·· residen~ .. ·:~ of. 'Ju.ns}y~_, · P:~~-- Etaw_~/, Jaipur,. presently 
working in the Income Tax Department;Jatpur. ·~ 

....... Applicants 
.•,: ·. . 

. . ...... ) . 91!" .. . •. ·.~ il~ .. f.. ' ' 
(By. Advocate Shri Am it Matnur ) · .. 

:::;- ';~;! 
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···I CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013,. >;;'' 
~~~ 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 9 

A:}i 26/2013, 27/2013, 28(2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 
~~! 34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 3712013 and 38/2013. 

~):<' 

l 
VERSUS 

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

Department 

2. ·Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena, Chairperson, C~nt'ral 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.554/201.1 
r- (1) Krrshna 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 

. I 

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 years, 
Resident -of 1/19, Topkhana Ka Rasta, Indra Bazar, Jaipur. 
Presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

... 

·I 
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(8) Suresh Kuma·r, Son of ~hri~ N .. L.Verma, age around; 37 
years, rersident ofE-265-C, Lc;~l KOthi Yojna, Jaipur~ · Presently 
working in the Into_me Tax De~artment, Jaipur 

. I . 
• I . 

. . . . . I . ., 

(9) Rahul Bairwa son of Shri M.L.Bairwa, age around 25 years; 
resident of 204-A, - Bhagwaiti Nagar, Kartarpura, Jaipuri 
presently working. in the Inconie Tax Department, Jaipur. -
(10) Arjun Lal Verma son o~ Shri Gopi Ram, age aroundi26 
years, resident of· Village and; Post $irsi, Ward No.12, Jaipur, 
presently working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. : 

i 

(11) :Rakesh Kumar Sharmd son of Shri N.L.Sharma, age 
around_ 25 years, resident of !village Badi ki bhani, Muhana, 
Sangan.er, Jaipl.Jr · 1 v 

I 

j_12)- Tarun Jain- son of Shri V'mal. Kumar Jain, age around 21 
years, residemtof 6/ A, · Panch\A{ati Colony, Block-C, Sanga~er, 
Jaipur. · , 

" .: ..... Applicants 
I 

(By Advocate Shri A;, it Math~r!) 

VERSUS 
! < i~ . 

1. Sum it Bose, Secretary,.· Min,stry of Finance, 
of Revenue, North Block, New !Delhi.· 

Departm~nt · 

I 
I . 

2. Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena, Chairperson, Central Board of 
Direct Taxes, Ministry of Fin~nce, Department of Revenue, 
North Block, New Delhi. .! ~ 

i . . I . 

3. Atulesh Jindal., Chief Commissiner of Income Tax, N.<:;.R. 
:·•. . . I 

Building, Statue Ci~Cie, Jaipur. i -
.. -- I . i 

I 
. ·: .·- I 

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

...... . ;.Respondents 

- . i 

I 
I 

.. ' ' ! .... '\ , 
16. CP No.35/2013 in OA No.558/2011 . . . _· ': . 
(1) Chandra Shekh~r S~arm.a $o~::~()f N.!5.Shar~a, ~ge_ ar.oyn~ 
41 years, resident of C-234, Mfhe~,~ .Nage3:, , Ja1pur; presently 
working in the ·Income Tax Depprtment, Ja1pur · 

- . . · .. ;- '· . . I : . ··c •·-. . • .: 

(2) Di_nesh Ch_and ·son of Sh_d LFI C:h_and,· age arou_nd 28_years, 
resident of P.No.1 · Girdhar VihartA.Jmer Road, Jalpur-302Ql5. 

. . I ..... _ . I ·- ;.. . . . - • ~ 

Presently'·working- in the ·Incom~ Tax Department, Ja1pur. 
. . I 

i 
I 
l 

... .. . 

-·-- - -------···-·--- -- -------+---=--~------'----- ·---------

.. _ .. 

... 
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(3). Avon Meena. son of N.LMeena, age around 30 yeqrs, 
res1dent of Khajalpur, Chaksu, Jaipur,presently working in the 
Income Tax Department, Jaipur · 

(4) Yogendra Kumar Sharma son .of R.P.Sharma, age aro"und 
24 years, resident of 53B-4, Kailash Puri, Amber Road, Jaipur , 
presently working in the Income Tax department, Jaipur. _ · 
(5) Ramesh Saini son of "Shri B.L.Sa:ni, 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, Ja_i.pur, presently 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur · 

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

· (8) 8rajrang Ia I Meena son of Shri H.P.Meena, Age 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 
arouno 37 years, Resident of Ward l\lo.22, Madhuban Colony, 
Bandi Kui, Dausa. Presently working in th·e. Income Tax 
Department, Jaipur. 

(11) Amit Prasad Sain, son ofShri Rajendra Prasad Sain, age 
.around 27 years, resident of B-24,_ Sonath Vihar, Karni Palace. 
Road, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur, presently working in _the Income 
Tax Department, Ja,ipur 

(12) Pradeep Saini; son of Shri Ma.11endr.a. sa.ini, ag~ around 
25 years resident of 36 , Bhagat Vat1ka, Civil Lmes, Ja1pur. 

' · ....... 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 Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 1

: 

21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013,1 
26/2013,27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013) 
34/2013. 35/2013. 36/2013. 37/2013 and 38/2013. · 

12 
.. 
. ~ 

. I ~ . 
· 2. Dr. Poonam Kishore Saxena, Chairperson, Central Board of 
pirect Taxes, 'Ministry of Fin~nc~, · Department of Revenue, 
North Block, New 9-elhi. j · 

: . . . I . . . 
3. Atulesh Jindal/ Chief Commissiner of Income Tax, N.C.R. · 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. -~ · 

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

17 CP No.36/2013 in OA No.547/2011 . 
· (1) Manoj Kumar son of R.K.Choudhry, age around 31 yeqrs, 

resident of 13/278, _ Malviya N~gar,· Jaipur-302015. Presently 
working in the Inc:ome Tax Dep~rtment, Jaipur. · 

(2) Murlidhar Son of Shri Rah, -~~1, age' around 25 years, 
resident of F-278, .kal Kothi Sc~eme, Jaipur, presently working 
in the Income Tax Department, !Jafpur. · . 

~ II • ~~:~~-. • • .~ 
(3) Mahaveer Das~\Hairagi son pf $hri K. D. Bairagi, age around 
32 years, reside~-t of 9, Krishf;lapuri; Near Model Town,.· 

. . .•. ·.. I ' .· . 

Jagatpur Road, Jaipur, prersen~ly working in the Income Tax 

·Department, Jaipur.. \·· .. / · · ·. . · . . . 

( 4) Surendra Godiwal, son (])f Shri Ramesh Godiwal; ag·e 
I - • 

around 25 years, resident of q-112, Sector 9, Pratap Na~ar, 
Jaipur, presently working in the Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur. I 

i . 

(5) . Ram Datt Dixit son of ·shri !Shiv Datt Dixit, age around :31 
years, resident of Vatika,- Sangari~r/ Jaipur. Presently working 
in the Income Tax Department, ~aipur. 

(6) D~vendra Singh Jadu so~ d,t Shri .· Madan Singh,· ag,e 
around 34 years, resident of B-5,: Govind Nagar (East), Amber 
Road, Jaipur, presently wotkihg . in the Income. Tax 

. . , I . 
Department, Jaipur:• · . 1 . ·-~--

(7) Subhash ~han~ Sh~i-ma,] s~l'l ~f ~hri~.P.Sha[ma,. age 
around 39 years, res1dent of Brahm purl KI_ .. Gah, Chomu, Ja1pur, 
presently working in the In cornell Tax· Department; Jaipur. 

I .. . 

(8) Suresh. Ku,mar son of Shril S~han·~ Singh, age, around 27 · 
years, . resident of 38, Shiv jNagar, ... Ghat • Gate,_· . Jaipur. . ,., 
presently working in the· Income1 Tax Department, Ja1pur. 

. ·. I· .... ·. . . . 

(9) A mar Singh .. ?on of Shri Ch4nn_( La I ,,.~9ge around 41 years, 
·resident of 38, Shiv Shankar CColony, behind Sophia School, 

.. 
~- . 

•. 

.~ 
\ 

_!__-c--------.. -------------·-- ...... ·-

. ~ . 
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f 

(Jj CP Nos. 17/2013,18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, . 'i ,j 
J! 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 

:13 
l t 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 

, fJ 34/2013, 35/2013, 36/2013, 3712013 and 38/2013,. 

J, // Jaipur, presently Working in the 

-~ 

l 

a I . 

Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur. 

(10) Narpat Singh son of Shri A?hok Singh, age 
years, resident of II/118, · I.T.Colony, Jaipur. 
working in the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

arounq :27 
Presently 

(11) Satya Narayan Sharma son of i'ate Shri R.P.Shar:ma, ~ge 
around 35 years, resident of 11, Govind Nagar, Agra Road, 
Ja~pur. Presently working in the Income Tax Department, 
Ja1pur" . .: v 

(12) Tinku Golecha, son of late Shri .Balchand, age around :27 
years, resident of 6, Nahri Ka Naka, .Chandpo·le Bazar, Jaipur, 
presently working ip the Income Tax Department, Jaipur. 

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

(14) F(ajendra Kumar Nakwal son· Shri Nath Ram Nakwal, age 
·around 25 years, ':resident of 407, Pt.Jrani 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, Jaipur. ·v 

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

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

.'·' 

.. ··•. 



i . . 

'· 

' 

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

(By Advocate Shri ~.B.Mathur) 

·-'·,':!. 

: :·•··, .. ' . i 
18. CP No.37/2013 in OA No.555/2011 

. I 

14 

.. ...... Re~pondents 

(1) "Kailash Meena son of L.C .. Meena, age around 40 yeqrs, 
' resident of 153, Income Tax Cqlony, Jaipur, presently working 
in the Income. Tax Department, :]aipur. 

(2) Mpyur Kumar son of R.K.C
1

haudh.ry, age around 27 years, 
resident of G-19, Sidharth Nag~r; Nand Puri , Jaipur. Presently 
working in the Income Tax Department,. Jaipur. : · 

i 

(3) Uttam Benewal, son ·of ishri Lal Cband Benewal, age 
.;aroUnd 40 years:, · resident ofi D-37, Amritpuri, Ghat G·ate, 
Jaipur, presently· working In the Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur. · · · 

(4) Rajkumar Benewal son ofl Shri ~.D.Benewal, ~ge aroctnd' 
39 years, ·resident of Shiv Shankar Colony, Behind Sophia 
Schooi,Jaipur, presently working in the Income Tax. 
Department, Jaipur. 

. . ·v 

(5) Mahesh Atal son of late· Shri L.N.Atal, age around ;32 
years, resident of 3149, Raiga}on Ki. Kothi,. Ghat gate, Jaipur. 

, Presently working in the. In corn~ Tax Department, Jaipur. · 

(6) Ashok Kumar Sain son qf Shri, Ram Kishore Sain, age 
around 27 years;· B-66, J.P.Colony,·· Sector..:4, Vidyadhar Nag·ar, 
Jaipur presently . working in the· Income Tax Department, 
Jaipur. 

' ' . 

(7) Heera Lal son of Shri Chitar Mal, age around 32 years,_ 
resident of 168,: Nahri Ka Naka,! $ikar House, Chand pole Baz:ar, 

· Jaipur1 presently-····working in the' Income Tax Departme:nt, 
Jaipur. t · i .~·· 1·· 

1 • 
I : 

. . .. :• ·.,•· . . . ._ I .). • ·,:,_ . , . . . . .. 

(8) Vasudev Sh~n11a son of s~~_i_S.L.Sharma , age around 27. 
years, resident: of Village Chand.el Kalan, __ Tehsil Chaksu, Jaipur. 

• .... • I ·'-' .. , 

Prersently, .working in. the Incorpe Tax Department, Jaipur. -~ 
. i ' 1,"'· • • ••• • ~ ., ~ • 

(9) Rahul Ku_mar Pareek, __ son i of, Shri Prabhu Na~ain Pareek, 
age around 25 years, r~sident· ... of .... 54, Shivaji Nagar, Shasri .. 
Nagar, ' Jaipur, ':~presently . working in the In'come. Tax 
Department, Jaipur. 

1 
· 

I 
' 

( 10) Mahen9.ra' Singh . spn of I ~?,l)_r! __ Malaram, age around .33 
. years, rersid~nt __ pf Dug.9wali,;·ll}jJ_e~ri, Jh~.mjhunu. Presehtly 
.. ;working in the Income Tax Dep~rtment, Jaipur. 

---·····------u---

' I. 
I • 

! : 

--·----------- ··~-·-··-­
• ¥-.. -------------------·-··· 

. _., 
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, . f CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, 
3 ; 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013, 
g ,lf 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013, 

·• 15 

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

li ' ·~ 

f"· ii 
' ' . 
! 

(11) Surendra Kumar Pi.val, son ·of Shri Ram Prasad, age 
around 27 y~ars~ ~ rersidentof GG-29, Hasan Pura, Jaip:ur; 
presently workmg m the Income Tax Department; Jaipur. · . · 

(12) Mah~veer Singh son of Shri Kishore singh, age around ·29 
years, restdent of Kathmana, Malpura, Tonk, presently working 
tn the Income Tax-Department, Jaipur. , . 

' . 

(13) Nihal Chand Sharma son of Shri Radhey Shyam, age 
arounq 32 years, resident of 36, Sita Ram Puri; Amber Road, 
Jaipur. , 

....... Applican~s 

(By Advocate Shri Amit Mathur ) 
'. ·~ . 

VERSUS 

' 

1. Sumit Bose, Secretary, Ministr)t 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 Revenye, 
North Block, New Delhi. 

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

........ Respondents 

(By Advocate Shri &,.B.Mathur) 

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

• • • ! . 

(2) Vi nod Bihari: Sharma son of ·Madan Mohan Sharma~ age 
around 34. years, resident of Plot No.A-131, M.ahesh Nagar,. 
Jaipur-3020 15. 

(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, Jatpur. 

' 
(5) Khushal Chand Kadela so~ o_r" ~.hriNemi C~a·nd , age 
around 25 years, resident of 814, Shtva)t Nagar, Jatpur. 

i. .. 

-- ---



·,if' 1 CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013; 19/2:13,~::::~\\ii'\~i~<fj:;;, ''\%'i\1• , "' 

#J,' 21;2013, 22;2013, 23;2o13, 24;2o13, 25/2013, 1 
16 

/'_ 

( 26/2013, 27/2013, 28/2013, 32/2013, 33/2013 1" • 

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

I 
I 

.... ;.~Applicants 
I 

(By Advocate Shri Amit Mathur ) j 
• . I ; 

I . 
VIERS US 

i . 
~ 1. SumitBose, Secretary,_ Minist~ry of Finance, 

of Revenue, North- Block, New Delhi. 
Department 

! 
' I 

?.. Dr·. poonam ~i~hore· Sax~na, jchai.rperson, Central Board of 
D1rect Taxes, Mm1stry of Fman~e, Department of ·Revenue, 
North Block, New Delhi. . I · . · . · : 

. I 

34 _ Atulesh Jindal, Chief Commi:ssiner of Income Tax, N.C~R. 
Building, Statue Circle, Jaipur. ! . · 

f 
i 
i ::. 
' (By Advocate Shri R.B.Mathur) ! · 
I 

........ Respondents 
. ~ 

I 

I 
I 

I 

~-- : 

ORDER 
. i ; .. . . . ·., 

All these Contempt Petitions haye ·been filed for the non 

. compHance . of . the order lf this Tribunal in . OA . . I . 

No.47 /2012(Kailash Chand Jat V~. UC)I) and ott.ler connected 
I 

I 

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

. I . . . 

· notices were issued to the respon~~nt~. The respondents have 
. . ·I . . ~ . 

. I . 

- I , 
submitted the reply· and enclosed; the· compliance report "dated 

. I . . . 

24/25th March, 2·01i at Anne*ure.:.R/1. No reply by the. 
, I 

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

. I • 

No.571/2011. However, partiles. agreed that the reply 
I 

I • 

submitted in· other connected conitempt petitions be treated :as 

r~ply in this contempt petition also. · 
. . h-A .-b ~~ ·•· 

. ~ ~ 

I: 
! 
'­
' 
I 

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

1 

I 
I 
! 

:'.; 

·•.; '· 
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CP Nos. 17/2013, Hi/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. Since all the con_t~mpt petitions have been filed for the non-. 
·.l ·. ; . . 

compliance of the grder of the Tribunal dated 17.10.12 in ·OA 

No. 547/20-11 and i other ·connected matters, therefore1 with ·th~ · 
' 

consent of the pi:nties, all these contempt petitions are being 
. ' ' : . . ·l 'i :,,, ,,,. '"'" 

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

~ . 

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

are being taken on record . 

.J.,... - . ~ 

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

Am it Mathur subrrlitted that respondents have not, compiled · · 
( . .:· . . : 

fully with the orde~§, of the Hon'ble CAT. The learned couritel 
.. ,··, 

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

operative part which is quoted below~ 
: '·.•·:\ ·-J~ .. "':-

1 

"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 followin·g reliefs:­

"(i) The impugned ord~r.:dated 31.5.201~· [A1] is quashed. 
-·; . '? 

(ii) The respondents are directed to contlhue tnaklrig _ payment to· ttie · 
applicants @ 1/30th of the pay at the minimum of the time scale .of the. 
Group-D staff plus dearness allowance i.e.Rs.292 per day as bas1c pay 
w.e.f. 1.7.2008 with ~II consequential benefits. , 

' . 

.. 

(iii) No modification, of the OM· dated ·_12.·9.2008 is warranted •· as- :the:-'·;;Y~~-· --··. · 
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 
~~. 

-- - - ------·----------------
,·::~- . 



·-~: f i~ · t r 
',:1 t CP Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013, 19/2013, 20/2013, :. 
! ,f, 21/2013, 22/2013, 23/2013, 24/2013, 25/2013,! . 

.i : 
f 18 

-. i .. 

~ .. · 

' ,'l· 

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

l 

payment @1/30th of the pay af the minimum of theitime· sdale f ~-
''·If· .{¥ rt ,( 

1
1 :r : .. 

of Group-O staff plus DA. i.e. !Rs.292- per day as: basic -pay ... 

. w .e. f. 1. 7. 2008 with all consequential benefits. Whereas. the · 
·,. 

respondents in the present case have allowed the payment of 
. . I . . ;' 

0 f. 

Rs.292 w.e.f. 1.6.2011. Th1us if the compliance repbrt. . 
; , I 

I 

$Ubmitted by the respondents i at :Annexure R/1 is accepted 
·i 

< I ' . : . , 

then there would be two . sets 19f employees getting differ¢nt · · .. 
I o 
. ··. r 

pay though both sets of employees are similarly situated. Qne 
. ! • ' t .· 

set of employees . who agitated their grievances before CAT. 

Jodhpur Bench would be getting! t~e daily wages of Rs.292 ~~r 
·,) 
·:,?-:!":. 

day w.e.f. 1.7.2008 while the second set of.employees wt1o 

agitated their grievance before: CAT; Jaipur Bench. would !be 
. . ' . ! . 

getting the daily wages of Rs.29f perday w.e.f. 1.6~2011. 
· 1 r . · 

': 

5. The learned counsel 'tor theilpetitioners furthersubmitted 
I . , ~ _i; .. . 

that Para 7 of the order dated 1:7.10.2012 in OA No;:S47/2d11 
: ' . ~ 

f 
. .. . ,,. ~ . ..·.·.;. . , . I , . 

and other connected matters is an. observation and no~ a 
I ~ , 

. ·"'-·~. 

. : 

··., ··. 

·.'·· l : l. t . 

direction. The direction is contained in Para 10 of'- the order .. · . 
' . " ~- . ;:. ·. . : :_:;; /"· .. - : .-
1 
I 

(which has been: quoted i.n Pa:ra 3 above of this orde[); ·: 
:. '•':L l '•· " . . i .. - ·, {<--·:,:: , ..... 

Therefore, ·compliance report s~bmitted by the resporide~ts. 
I ·" , 

should not be ac::;epted a'~d th~· respondents be di.rected \.to·. '· 
, 1 , 

_l 

allow the applicants daily wagels @ Rs.292 11er day w.e.f. 
·_; J . 

I 
: .' 

1.7.2008. I 

. , .. -:: -~[ , ... . . , . . .... 

6. The learned co-unsel for the petitioners' submitted that ~he .. 

order of the CAT[,Jodhpur-Bencrl. d~~ed 14;.08.2012 has bJen . ~1~~~-r~:(·: :~.::di;· . 
I 
I 
I 

I 

..... -· ------------------;----

r . 

·---t-·:-~--·---~· - i~ 

~ '. 
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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. 36/20~3. 37/2013 and 38/2013. 

I 

:. 

upheld by the Ho~'~le High Court' of Rajasthan, ·Jodh:pur::e.E:i 
I . '. .· .. 

Jodhpur and the ·order of CAT Bench:..Jaipur dated J7;1o:·2 
j . j. 

has. also been u~held by the Hon'ble High Court; .. ~·iRaj · ... ~a.:.,io.;•;;.;;·fi\~-~~·'"+·•·.·~·~1" 
: ·I 

. i 

Jaipur Bench, JaiRur. 

I 

! . i 
· 7. On the other/ hand the learned counsel for r~spond 

I I · . 

· , I · i · · ·· 
submitted that the directions of this Tribunal are c6ntain·· ""'····-~., ........ . 

. I . . . . : . •· ·•·.· . 
Para 7 of the ordrr _dated 17.10.2012 in OA No.547;/20tt'-
~- l ·., 

other connected I rjlatters. He submitted that 
1 ~I;·r .. : 

Jaipur. having considered the order dated 14;·8;20·~2-·'··:_;_ .. r'\t":lV.'I"I"l .... 

.... .1 ••• '.r•· . .I ...... 
f :·-: 

. l : ~-. .. 1 • • 1 ' .. .· 

CAT, Jodhpur· B~hch quashed the· impug~ed o~qer: ·: d . I . ! . . .. 

31.5.2011. and d'rected the respondents to· contin~e"·m~ 
. i . . . . : ... · ..•.. ·.·. 

payment to the applicants @ Rs.292 per day instead of..Rs.· •- · l . i .. . .. ,· ..... ·,,,, ,,.,.., .. , 
i . . . ' 

per day from the jdate when lesser payment of Rs.164;pe .· · . . I . -· . . . . . :· . .. ·. :.-:"::·-~-i.E!-.• '-'"<-""'''" 

was paid to the applicants. The Tribunal furth.er directed t · 
. I . ·. ! .: . . :~. , , 

1 I;... ·. 

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

. I 

paid by the respordents. 
I ' i . 
i .•·. i 
I •'· ._; 

. I \-;.:· . r :_·. :·: ·-·: .. 
f "' .. ,[ .•. ·--

8. The learned cot:lhsel for the respondents furtherr:subhi 
. i ~ . . . . \ : . . . . . ~- •. 

that there is no directions in Para 10 of the order -:.;oethe · 
i . . . . I · .. 

dated 17.10.20lf. It only_states that OAs are 4i~posr.·• 

view of ttie judg+ent rendered by DiVision B!!nch ·~fi:h' .. ·· 
! I 

Jodhpur Bench vfde. its order dated .14.8.2012 an~. ~inc .. :"'e~:;,_,·:.P:ti~ti~':·f;.}~:;;,i:;:,;~ 

OAs were dispos~d of in view of the "order of th~ ctTJodh 
I . . .. 

Bench, therefore) the judgment of CAT -Jodhpur· Bench ·w, .... 
I -~ . ! .. , ··>: 

be treated. as pa~t of the order. d~_te_d ,17 .10.2012. The. ;J .. ·_,,.. _ ............ _,", 
1 . \ . ./ -~!~~·:..·-<. 
' .. ···-- ·.....:...-· .. 
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·cp Nos. 17/2013, 18/2013,' 19/2013, 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. ·. 

; 20 
I . 
[ ' 
T' 
~~ ·. 
I . 

. f . 

Bench has not gone into details of the merits · bf the ;;dA~ 
: . . ~ ~ . 

independently ·and·. it relied on ithe drder dated 14.8;20121 df 
~ . 

-~ 

the CAT -Jodhpur Ben.ch while quashing the impugned order· 
• • t ~ • 

' ? . .. l . 

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

CAT Jodhpur s·ench dated 14.8.2012 be made a part of· the 
' . ' .,_ : ; . 

order pat<=d 17.10.~2012 of CAT -'Jaipur Bench •. There is tno 
·:;;_ 

directions of CAT ~ Jaipur Bench to the respondents to. pay··d~ily 
·:~,:. . !: 

wag·es Rs;29.2 per. cray to the petitioners w.e.f. 1.7.2008. -\He~ 
I 

f~rther argued that- even the pr~y~f of the applicants' in OA is 
i-

. . .. . . ; _- • ~ ! . .i _.!-:, 

to pay Rs.292 per day w.e.f. · 1:6.2011. Therefore, the . . i J 

r 

respondents have· .fully · compHed ·with the order ·dated·· 
• t ~ 

17.10.201:.2 passed in OA No.547/20)1 and other connet~ed 
i 
. :-~ 

matters. Therefore, contempt: petitions be dismissed ab·d· 

notices be discharged. 
~ 
~ 

; ~-. ; ~ . . . . . . i ~ .. :.-. <·:,, 

9. Heard the lea'~ne:~ counsels fo:r the parties and perused~h:e ',.· 
. f· ..•.. 
;-'· 

documents on reco'rd. 
.' ~ 
. ~ 1: . 

~ : 
I 

-~· t 
. ... .. ' ., .;. . '''". '. _, .• ·, -.1 •. 

10. We have carefully peruse.d tne order passed by this be~ch 
. . I . 

' 
dated 17.-10.2012 in_ OA No.547/2011 and other ~connec~e.d: 

' 

matters. We tire of the opinion 'th.?:tt the directi~-ns of the 
"f- .. \ . 

Tribunal to. the resp.orid.ents are gi~en. in Pa~a 7. Pc:J'~a 7 of the·· 

order is-q-uoted beiO'w: 

. . i·'' ·.; - . : . = ... -::-,. ~.. . l(d-.,_ ... ~·· .. ;"~-- 1- i ·k=~; .. ~(-~ _·;~ . 
''Para 7: Havirig~;conside.red the r(Y.?.!JsubmJ~sions of th~. respect!'fe'_; 
parties and upod:~areftJ.I jSerusc;~l ,9tJhe rria~erial ava}la~,l_~"'qn_~E:7~9~9~-L.:.; 
and.-the relief cla.imed"'by'the ap.plitants, so far as the"·rellef .claim,ed''·'' ··. 
by tile. applican·~s :~.o qi:J'a:sh'-and ·s~\~:si9e theJfr18~~irie~.~?'rd~r,. da~eR) . - . 

· 31.5.2011 is conterhe~,' ~he .. ,~?~~/:!.1~-~~- ren_~~~~~- by the' C1T- _· · 
. . '>c<"~, ~~ i . 

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



··-~. 

·--· 

I 
:',>:! 

,·,,: 

-CP Nos. 17/2013,_18/2013J 19/2013, 20/2013, 
.21/2013, 22/2013, 23/201~, 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 . 

•· 

! . ' . 
Jodhpur BencQ is fully applicable as the Division Bench 
CAT-Jodhpur pas already quashed· and set aside· th'~·;:drn ' 
order dated 3~.5.11. Therefore, having considered thd·· 
_14.8.12 of th~ CAT-Jodhpur Bench, so far as the imp:ugn~r-t· r_·r;····~r.RI:sf;if'';:;~:r'f; 
dated 31.5.11/is concerned, the same .is quashed and sef·a · · · 
respondents are directed to continue making payM,ent1o · 
applicants @ ~s.292 per day instead of Rs.164 per· day·. ' .· _ .• 
date when lesser payment of Rs.164 per day is 'P~idf· · 

:'"'"'''''~"i'}<;applicants;~:.;;:_r.?f:r.etl~PPiicants'r'are··"also·'·entltled~to:,~iarre~,-·p·-~:'ir<n:fiJ€:1l~~2 
payment paid by the respondents." ! .· . 

. . I , -·. ·- . . ! -.·. . .... . . . 
From the reading :of this. Para it is clear that the:! in1 . 

<. . I . . . . . . '-.. . . . . 
order dated 31.~.-11 was quashed. and ;;set".asid .. · · " 

I . . . . t· 
I . . ·I 

r~spondents we rei ~-ifected to continue making .p .· 

applicants @ Rs.2!i2 per day instead· of Rs.164. · .. · 
. I 1 -· · • .' · ;.r; ;.~•"·••-c:;.:;,; 

. i (:_'. . . . . . 
when ~esser pay1~ilt of Rs . .+,64/- . per day . was' J 
applicants. The lafJplicants were al~o entitled to .• ' · 

lesser payment pjld by the respondents. . 

11. In so far as -contention of the [earned· 

applicants that~hi order at AnnexurE!fR/lw~r~,t~· . 

a-s compliance of:th~;prders of this Tribunal in. . . .•. ·· 

disobedience is•JI~ged in the above. batcli . 
. . . j, • .. : 1· :Xjf . . . . ..' I" _;,::,·•!;'.:','g;:,;; 

petitions then ~h~r~~}would be:.:· two . sets of... empi~.Y.~ · 
. 1 ,., '• .•.. 

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

situated and . one : set of employe~s Who ag ' 
. • .·I, 

·grievances before C~A.T., Jodhpur Bench woui~L_b;~ .· 
. . .. . ~ •' - . 

·:·.··;-~:-J.- .,,, !-:-. · :-<!,_;;"r.::~~·:J'r/JH~;r:!._::.,:l;:;7.ii~{. ~;.~·{:_i•"t::~:::;-..:_:. ;if~: .":..-;_:f:~·f!.·~ ~::-·~.>' '•·: . • ., __ · :. : ~~ .: ··. -.. . 

· daily w·ages .. of R:s:~-- -;.92/;. per day withu effect from o .. 
• .. I : - I 

While second set ot~mployees ;WhO agitat~d .,ti'Je,ir 

before C.A.T., JaiJur Bench would be•gettinQthe d 
- I . . .. · . . .. 

of Rs.292/- per daY:i~ith effect .from OL06i~-9.1L: _-r~o:.;,_ ... , .. 1.<0" ''i'"'T'" 

I ,,, ,. ·-;~~}~~r ·.·· · 
i :~ 

-~-. 



.. , __ 

~--· .. ·.' 

-. ., ···: -. .·1·:· -.• : ••. ,· -. ·:•i··i··· ,.!A~· -~=-, · -· -~~:\~~~~1#~~~,,~~r~~1~l\~)i;;.(··,:._._ •. : ::¥ ·•• '---~ ·l P?l'h'"'":~:.z:}.''"';\1!\l{}~1'i:d:~li:·;;t'-":t·~·~f.f~r~~.r1 
CP Nos. 17/20i3, 1S/2013, '19i2013, 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. 

! . 
. I 

i . 

. [. 

substance, the a'rgument of the: learned counsels< 

applicants is tha~ the order passe~· by the respb,hde~;~.s~l ·~·.i•~'i\t.b:<J:i:n:;;.·~t 
' -~···! ':> :-_': ··-.-\~l . 

. i . . . . '_:,. t :: '. . ~· . ' : . ,. :' ' ~: 
Annexure. R/1 results in discriminating the appliS$hts:-: .• si . · 

\ '~ 
: '•: . 

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

may obse'rve that this contention may be a ground for them to.· 
·~ . 

get a r,elief on par with that of the applicants before C;A;t;, 
. . 

.~ ?d ~ p ~ r )?.e t:1 ~h , ?-~ t ._; ~.~-e S.CJ ~ e ca ,n ~ o~ _be ... ~ ... ,.9F9.Y _n d~ .. ,·.c!,;o::~"'"::t';;:!·~i:li:-M•?:fJ:wr':i~"~·~t-<'til(t~~\\Wi~ 

proCeed ih the co:ntempt proceedings·. The settled _:position at 
• ~1 I · • .: . \ . i • . ,•;·· 

~- . 1 ' ·. ~--· '.·· .::-.. · .. :;: 

law is that in a c?htenipt proceedings What is. required .. _·_;; __ .. -.••.. :.r::·:.~_,,::: ,;.•_:•~··, 1<:·"·.\:E:i!:':,e: 
! . 

gon'e into is whether there is substantial compliance·.--or rid\ .. 
. : ' .,, "•: 

whether there· ·_.is i:! willful disobedience on 
' i .·i ; 
j:'· !· !_· ·.· 

respondents. . . H~6ce we are not . inclined to at::cept-;:>. 

arguments of the l.e~rned counsels for the applicants •. 
··. j . I . . • • 'I . ' 

12. We are inclined .to agree with the submission made by 
I '.' ·'' : . ·. 

learned counsel for the respondents that Para '10 of !this o '- · 

·.· d6e's nOt g.iv~· a·ny 1directtoh ~'tO' th-e respon8e'h.ts.·· rh ... 
! . ~ 

. . : i. ~ . . :. ! , 
disposed off in view· of the order of CAT -Jodhpul" Bench. 
. I . . - . - .. :. - . 

Bench has not gone 'qnto merits of the order dated:: S.LS .. 
. . i . : . ' .:·· . : i :';:~:': 

before quashing !the said order.·· This Bench qu~s,b ... . , 
i .. i''~ .. : '. 

- I ' . . - '•"I ·, . 

impugned order dated 31.5~2011' relying on the orders of;;_ 
. I 
. I.' . 

Jodhpur Bench~. i Therefore, the ,-judg_ment of CAT-Jodh ... 
~ 1..:1,! 

Bench was to be. treated as~ .;p.art . of .the order 
,.I 

17.1 o. io 12. 

· .... 

i 
:. :. ' ..... • .. ~- ;.~~ ·:i:,~~i~:-1~-;:.j-:,;~::~~-~:i~~i:.j_~ii; : ': . 

! ' 

! .. · 
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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, 33/20d, 
34/2013, 35/2013. 36/2013. ~7/2013 and 38/2013.' 
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i 
I 
! 
i 

13. We have also perused the pleadings in _original applicatJon · 
! 

of the petitioners under the relief:. clause. Relief clause a.2 is 
'9 . 

j 

~ 

quoted below : 
I 

" 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.". i 

f . 

Thus the prayer· of the petitioners themselves was for the 
I 

payment of arrears w~e.f. 1.6.2011. 
·I 
1 

f -- { 
r 

. I 

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

. ~ .. 

c ~ '. ' ~ 

substantially complied with the orders dated 17 .10.2q12 ·· 
' '? 

passed in OA No..547/2011 and other 'connectep matters of thi$ . . . i 

•. 

Tribunal and, ther;efore, no contempt is made out. ~~ ·~:l ~.r ;.::~- ~1- ·ii::-r.~:·: •• !t/ .. ~:-:~f~~·k~~f~: 
r 

15. Hence,.conte-~pt petitions are dismissed. Notices issued\to ·: . . . I 

the respondents 'are discharged. A copy of this order ·(be · 
j 

f 
' . 

20/20:J.3, 
~ 

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

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

' ' . 

27/2013, 28/2013; 32/2013, 33/2013, 34/2013,' .· 35/~0f3, 
' 

.. 

36/2013, 37/2013 and 38/2013. However, it is made. c1$ar . ? 
' ! 

that if the petitioners still h~ve a grievance then t~ey are\-~t 

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

appropriate forum. 

(M. NAGARAJAN)· : .· 
JUDICIAL MEMBER 
Adm/ 

. . . -. ' ' 


