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.:~ntral f~dministro::l.tive rl ibunal 
Princioal Bench 

New Delhi this the 19th day of May. 2004 

Hon'ble Shri Shanker Raju, Member (J) 

Laxmi W/o Shri Heera Lal, 
Been~ R~stogi W/o Shri Vijender Nath Rastogi, 
Subhashini Mathur W/o Shri Chander Mohan 

1 . Ms. 
:: .. ris .• 
3. Ms. 

Mathur, 
4 .. M~>- Kanta Chaudharv W/o Sl1ri Vcd Prakash- _ _ 
s. Ms. Shakuntala Mittal W/o Shri Surendra Kr. M1ttal. 
6 .. 13hupender .Jeet 3/o Shri Chander S:inqh, ... 
7. Ms. Rita Kanojia W/o Shri Raj Kunmar KanoJlB. 
r~~ M~>· K1rar1 Sikri IN/o Shri Sat:i~:;h Sikri~ 
9. M~~- Sudesh Dabas W/o Shri Rishpal Sinqh. 

(,:;pplicants No. 1 to S are IAIOrking as reachers in 
Nursery & Primary School for deaf. Mayur Vihar. 
Phase-r_ Delhi-91 and applicants No.6 to 9 are 
working as Teachers in Nursery & Primary School 
(West) Rohini. New Delhi. 

(By Advocate: Shri Yogesh Sharma) 

1 .. NCT of Del hi 
Through the Chief Secretary. 
New 3ectt. New Delhi. 

::~ .. The Di r·ector ~ 
Dlrectol~ato of Social Welfar-e. 
Govt. of NCT of Delhi, 
K.G. Marg. New Delhi-1. 

~- The Superintendent (Admn.). 
Department of Social Welfare. 

-Applicants 

GLNS Building. Govt. of NCT of Delhi. 
Delhi Gate. New Delhi-02. 

4. Th€• Sec re_• tar y, 
Depar-tment of FinancE~. 
Govt. uf NCT of Delhi, 
New Sectt. New Delhi. 

(By Advocate: Ms. Sumedha Sharma) 

Heard the parties. 

2. ~pplicants impugn 

·-Respondents 

respondents' orders 

dated 1.11.2002. 26.2.2003 as well as 11.9.2003 where 

:;~pec1al .;;l] lowance ha:::. been discontinued. 
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,_,1 .. Learned counsel for applicants 3hri Yogesh 

Sharma contends that applicants had been disbur~sed the 

':;pec::i.::\1 allowanc(-:: on the di1·ections of the Cadre 

Controlling Authority till 11.9.2003. The same has 

been discontinued 01"1lv on a non··-~;peaking order passed 

by the Finance Deoartm8nt. 

4. Learned counsel alleges hostile 

' 
discrimination with r-egard to other similarly 

..... 
~~: i: r· c:urw::;. tan ce leachers in GLNS where the special 

allo\o\1ance and its double r·ates has not been 

d i~~-continued. 

:;, .. !..earned cotmsel of the t cspondents Ms. 

Sumedha Sharma states that as the Finance Department 

h<:~s not agreed to '.::ont.inuanct.: of the special pay on 

double rates, the claim of the applicants is liable to 

be l""e)ected .. 

6. Constitutional. Bench of Apex Court in D.S. 

Nakara Vs. Union of India 1983 SCC rL&S) 145 held 
~ ~s~ 

the discrimination to a class~unconstitutional. 

7. P1 discr-imination offends principle of 

equalitv under Ar·tlc1e 14 of the 

Constitution of India if it is not based on 

intelliqlble dlffere11tia and ha:-:> no reasonable nexus 

l IIJith it'i'::. object sought to bE' achieved. 

.\£.. 

~1. reacher-:::.~ simi lar·l·'{ circumstance ... forminq a 
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class in GLNS have been getting the soecial allowance 

~Aiith double rate~;. this cannot be denied to the 

applicants which would be ~u·bi tr·arv and offends 

principle of equality. No reasons have come-forth as 

to why the FinancE· Department of Government of' NCT 

discontinued the sa.me. 

Accordingly. OA is allowed. Impugned 

continue 

ar·e set aside .. 
i11-IL 

·J rant;. ·:;o,pec i a.l 

Respondents are directed to 

allowance al Jouble rates. In 

Lhat event. applicants shall be entitled for all 

consE~quetJtial benefits. lhis shall be paid to them 

within a period of two months From the date of receipt 

of 21 copy of thh:. ordet~. No co:3ts. 

cc. 

( Shd.n ker· Raj u) 
riernbc I ( .J) 




