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Shrl Gov1ndan s. Tampi, Member (A)
Shr1 Shanker Raju, Member (J)

Dharampal Marg :
DELHI. _ .. -Applicant

-:S/o*Shrl Kanwar Singh Bis
R O% TH 3/229, Sector-I, Rohlni

]Shrl Budh Ram,

i1llage Rampur, Dhhadhi
.Jatola, Tahsil Pataudi, Distt.
“aon (Haryana).

3 jShrl Ram lal Sharma
8/olShrii BLR.Sharma
‘R/O‘H No. 1440, Lodh1 Complex
ew?Delhl.

3o

';i,:js/o Shri Roshan Lal
. 'wR/o‘H No . 11/264 Geeta Colony

- h i Madan Lal

~\7><.}S/0 Late. Phagu Mal

o :R/o Qr. 310 Block No.80
‘3Sector I, Peshwa road, :
‘ e Market New De1h1 - 1.

: hrl-K;K.Sharma
.,8/0-8hri Chitra Shrma
R/ 0f BC~3/46A, Paschim Vihar
’New De1h1 ﬁ 63.
o : ‘ _\
hru Jawala ‘Prasad
/o~Shr1 .Roshan lal,
/o H.No.736, Janta Flat, Nand Nagri
.TuB Enclave Delhi - 93.

8,:Shr1 Bhagwan Sahu,
~4$/g Shri Vvasudev Sahu,
/Q;H;No;“?/ZOl, Khichripur, Delhi - 91.
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9 Shrl Rav1nder Kumar
- S/orLate. Umrao Bahadur,
R/o0 C- 298 Shrlnlwaspurl
New De1h1 ~ 65>
)
10 Shrlylea S1ngh
. uﬂS/o Shr1 Mohan Singh Bist .
/75} R/o"} 29/A - Sector 4, DIZ Area
fﬁ;'-Gole‘Market New Delhi.

ALl.;ShrifSoran Singh .

o0 8fokshri Shiv Singh
"%R/o H~13

1‘_»'Saurabh Vlhar, Hari Nagar Extn.
"ftJaitpur Road New Delhi - 44.

12. Shr1§Santbeer

.o+ -8forghri Gajraj Singh
.. Rfc Dfll, H:N0~256
' - Hag it . Extn., Jaitpur
. New Delhi.

r bQirender Slngh
4S/o?Shr1 Mehar Dass.
/o & P 0 Kulatana, Distt. Rohtak

Shrl Ka11ash Chand

S/o_Late,Sh. Kishan Lal

. R/0.D=799, Co.operative, Tejpur
”ff{;Peharai; Badarpur, New Delhi - 44,

I |

" 15, shrirDharam Ral .Singh,
- . Sfo.8hri Prem Pal Singh
‘R/03H No.217, Gali No.l RaJveer Colony
Gha 011 New De1h1~

16. Shri' Ram yagya
. S/ogghri Dattu -
,R/o”37/218 Shakt1 Vihar, Part-II

Badarpur New Delhi.

.17.‘°hr1‘ Jagpal Slngh

= sS/o. Shrl Bharat Singh
. R/0"H.No. 170/1st :
'\M;BiExtn.:Badarpun, New Delhi - 44.

- Sh Sansar ChanU
"LS/o Dharam Chand
.u“,H No 104, Road No.3, Anddrews Ganj,
"New Delhl.
19. ShrlﬂSav1nder Kumar Gupta,
© . 8/0.:8hri Ant Ram
R/o 178-A, ODA Flats Shahpur Jat
New Delhl
il T o
20. Shri: Anand Prasad,
S$/o Shri RaghuBeer Singh .
R/o. RZ 72,1Sa1yad Gaon, New Delhi -87.

oe__zszuzggg .

1. Shr1~Munn1plal

S/0 shri Ram Pyare

R/o H.No.22%97,
,\iLoghi%CQmplex, New Delhi.

O
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' 2;V§HFi‘Amar'Nath

-8/0 Shri Bhikha Ram

R/o RZE-673/11, Gali No.20
"Sadh Nagar, Palam Colony,

New De1h1 - 45,

gvi- '\; /x

X Shrl Na21r Singh Yadav

3 S/g Shri Raj Kumar Yadawv.

R/o H. No.".N.164, Teachers Colony
' tap Vlhar Gaziabad U.P.

4., Shrl Chandra Dev Mehto

L S/o Shri. Babu Lal Mehto
5 R/o’H No.~G~ 21, Sec-4, Raja Bazar
Gole Market, N Delhi ~1.

7,5' Shr1 Jai Shankar Prasad

. “‘S/o Shrl ‘Bahadur Ram

- *R/o H No. .D-400, Kidwai Nagar East,
New De1h1 =i 23

% 556 ShrlﬂPyare Lal

rS/o Shri Tlrkha Ram
*R/0 H.N0.335, Sec.3.
' M B Road Pushp Vlhar New Delhi.

7“Shr1 Ram Phal
GS/o Shri Bhondu Ram
‘R/0 H.No. 910 Sec~7
H'R K Puram ~New Delhi - 22.

8 Shrl Ashok Kumar
S/o Shri Khem- Chand,
"R/O7H No. S- 596, School Blk‘
ru; Enclave Shakarpur Delhi - 92.

hr1 Ram Pale :
. *S/o Shri Dungar Singh
g R/o HiNo.427, Blk -N, Sewa Nagar
;Ne%‘oelhxﬁuﬁ 3 \
10 Shr1 Mehar Chand
3 S/o Shri Chet Ram
Offlce -of the Asstt. Engineer (E)
CCW = ARIR = Akashwanl Bhawan, New Delhi.

Shrl Kantl Swaroop
S/o Shri Adal Prasad,
R/o Flat No.-1166, Pkt Cc

LIG Flat, EAst Loni Road, Shahdars
. Delhi.

12 Shri Om Swaroop
- 8/0 Shri Bhim Singh
<A R/o. V/po Chawla, New Delhi - 71.

13 .Shri Gauri Shankar,

i+ '8/0 Shri Bhulai Mehato
~@, R/o F-812/1864, Netaji Nagar,

«-Applicants




1. Shrﬁ Ram Vichar .
‘ S/o Shri Ram Ayodhya
R/o€46 F - Ram Bagh, New Delhi.
: ‘~.—“ F.
2 Shri.S1ya Ram '
" 8/o Shri Babu Lal
e R/o‘80/6 ‘Pushp Vihar
“ “ H B Road New Delhi.

3. Shrl Mukhtar Mehto
S/o‘Shrl Shiv Narain Mehto (Late)
_R/olJ 707 Mandlr Marg, N.Delhi

4.353hr1 Jawahar Ram

' ,?S/o Shri' Ghurahu Ram
“R/B-2/6B, Rajapuri, Uttam Nagar
i New. De1h1A~ 59.

5 “Shri V R. Tyagl
$/o ;Shri Phakir Chand Tyagi
R/O*Qr. No.160, "Prem Nagar
New Delhl.

= 6;¢Shhi'Suresh'Chand
: +8/0 Shri Sukh Lal .

e oR/0 F-519 .
x5 Yeali No. 17 'Chandbagh Colony
IR Defhl ~ 94 S

<

7JAShr1 Dalep S1ngh

_/o ‘Shri.Tara.Chand

v/o“House No.C/67, amar Colony, Nagloi
'Njwtoelhl - 4] .

{hr1 Pratap Slngh

‘R/o F-519, Gali No.l7, Chandbagh
Colony, N.Delhi.
W -

’Shrl TeJ Singh

870 Shri Than Singh

ER/o o~ 1/98 Budh Vihar, Phase-1I
Delh1. : |

"Shrl Dev Dutt

. 8/0 Shri Bhoodev Prasad,

¢ R/o E~190,. Jai Vihar Colony

Q Near Banlcam Najafgarh, N.Delhi.

Vf Shr1 Baljeet Singh

. .1 8/0 Shri Rup Chand

=11 RO Qri-No.93, Sector 3, M.B.Road
. belbi.

I X T N '

~,12. Shri- Ashok Kumar

2.4 S/0 -8hri Mangu Ram

S HR/o Qr. No.2/60, Subhash Nagar
;Newzoelhi; :

“_Shrl Ram Agya ‘Mehto

" S/o Shri Hawal Dar Mehto

$*'R/o -Subhash Park-II, Khora Colony
{ Ghaziabad (UP).

i
i




:Shri.Man SIngh,

S8/0 Shri Jodha Singh

R/0 Seotor 51, Village Hoshiyar
Pur, Dlstf Gautam Budh Nagar, UP.
L . ..Applicants

Qﬁ-ZEZiLZQQO |

. Shr1 Shanker Prasad
T 8/or" Late Shri-Kuldip
.. .R/0.Qr.No.330, Sector-3 °
. M. B Road Pushp Vihar,

" 2. Shr Mkaghunath Mehto
S/o Late Shri Dhodha Mehto,
R/o A~58 Sector 2, Pushp Vlhar
Saket New Delhl.

3;F8h thoop Lal ManJh1

S/o ‘Late Shri Shivaji ManJhl
_R/0. 86/6 Sector-1, Pushp Vihar
M. B Road New Delhl-

a;. 4

Nl Shr1 Shatrughan

! .;.S/o Late Shri ‘Ramanand;

R/o;wc

-112,

Delhi - 32.

asan’ Kumar Ly
N S S/o Shr1 Jagat ‘Singh
R/o 2/31 Patel Park Bahadurgarh
HARY@@ﬁ.j SENE:

N

7. shrit¥aswan: Slngh
- s/o-, .Shri. Puni' Chand
* R/6EQriNo. 5/60 Mandlr Marg
New De1h1.

8. Shr1 V K Gupta
S/o".shri Jai Bhagwan

. R/0’; Qr4No 9/345/1 Shastri Nagar
Delhi . -

9. Shr1 Mah1 Pal Singh
'8/0.! Shr1 Gabbar Singh
R/o Qr.No. 39, IInd Floor,
. Sector*IV T1mar Pur De1h1 -~ 54,

(By‘Advocate Shri T. .Aggarwal) «-.Applicant.

Y. ERSUS

1. secretary
. Ministry ‘of Information and Broadcasting
. Sh Atr1.Bhawan New De1h1 - 1.

irector General
<India Radio,
iament Street




o ‘ ’?Akeshwani,shawan R
Ve ' New"Delhif“’ g

, 3;%The Ch1ef Enélneer
 ICivil Construction Wing
iP.T.I. Building A
“I1Ind.Floor, Parliament Street
:NewLDe1h1 - 1.

‘ . - -Respondents
(By Advocate Shri M M Sudan)
A?_ . ORDER

By HQD ble Snr1 Govindan S. Tampi,

:;x.;f The combined order disposes of above noted

s, all filed by identically placed individuals

'seek1ng common reliefs and heard together in common

-
Af

‘ prpceedlngs.

~4
Heard Shri T.C.Aggarwal, learned counsel
”?’appllcant and Shri M.M.Sudan, learned sar.
for the the respondents.
_— ‘
, r‘38riefly stated, the applicants are
= ,-‘lf' ,‘1 ’
‘ work charged employees working with the AIR Civil
. . d .\..-_ r:%
ki ‘Constructlon wlng, with service cond1t10ns similar to
.“d
those~ CPWD a tact indicated in the I & B  Ministry’s
; ‘ ALkaL
letter .dated, | 20-11-1995. "o 4 regarding
Tjﬁ re~categorlsat10n/re ~classification of the

'work~charged 'and regular classified workers of CPWD
referred to arbltratlon leading to the decision
phe pay of each worker in the pre~revised scale
~w111 be‘ flxed on 1 1-1973 or the date of merger  arnd

‘agaln ‘on L=1- 1986 in" the new scale following the

"irecommendatlons ,of the Ivth Pay Commission with the

br,) ¢ R

of. arrears from 1-4-1981. This decision was

?1mp1emented by CPWD for its employees, but the

A
.w,c A

was’ not done in respect of the likes of the applicant.

Sarme

Widof applicability of CcpPwD _Rules and

~have been determined and granted to
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~f

NS
o 1

Sewermen ‘& Ferroprinters by the Tribunal. A request

waé:“thehefore made in respect of the applicants also
) . 9

":for br1ng1ng them on corresponding regular post w.e.f.
)

1- 1 1973 pawalxed in the higher post from that day

j'andwjarrearsféfahted from 1-4-1981. The same has not

w'taﬁénjblaée.,;Hence these, OAs.

" The  applicants plead that inaction on the
:3theifrespondents was totally arbitrary and

and aga1nst all cannons of justice and fair

; plb. ,A.Slnce the applicants who are attached to the
Constructlon Wing of Akashwani are those who
glnally brought from the CPWD for construction

%ame terms and conditions, they were correctly

&

MJentitled to have the benefits of the award, extended

L-them as. well They also referred to the decision

‘dated’ 27 a- 2000) of the Tribunal in 0A No.2464/1996
i . RS

flled by;gShrIa:Liloo Singh to identically placed

' wqgh;qhargedﬂemployees.
LT g .

‘ “5.“ 'Ih rtheir reply the respondents indicate

"uated w1th& those in CPWD, as they work under
feqent M1n1str1es Provisions of CPWD Manual
' 3 notw1thstand1ng the applicants were never
part of CPWD establishment. The

ﬁ”respondents‘ alsb state,. that the decision of the

A ;i'

Trlbunal dated 27 4-2000 in the 0A by Liloo Singh was

happllcable to the applicants. They cannot also
}'enywbenefit from the arbitration award as they
.QndﬁnvpahtieS' in the arbitration, plead the

S 3
Ll i

respohdentsjfﬂ' T
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During. the oral submissions, hri

%

'T C. A%garwal "Tearned counsel for the applicants
. .
reltegates the pleas made in the OAs and submits that

:1ssue hav1ng ‘been already decided by the Tribunal

favour of Sewermen the same should apply in their

S Q «
own case as well He also invites our attention ta

.t

'Qicpwoisa /OM . dated 7-5-1997 and seeks the benefit for

' them as well.: Shrl Sudan, learned sr. counsel on the

rival
\4'

What

is the extension of the

"gfahged “to worh~charged employees of the
Imeans of arbitration with consequential
as'they are sihilarly placed, either having
4CPWD‘or posted subsequently under the same

conditions as the Work-charged employvees of

i

;gyery feeble attempt is made by the
to contest the above holding that the
are dlfferent from those worklng in  CPWD

k]

they were not parties to the arbitration.
of
C-2801l/l/75~CW~II~B (D) dated

Ministry of Informaticn ana

".Broadca t1ng under which AIR falls, which makes it

clear‘H that the4 terms and conditions of the

.(_

, work qharged *staff attached to the AIR were on the

same«;;}nes as ' that of CPWD, which has been duly

[T

o
endqheeq An Chapter 3 of AIR Manual dealing with




C ke .

CiviiT'CénétructiOn' Wing. That being the case the

appliéanté*irégdestéfor the benefit of arbitration in
B AT

T A L T e .
CPWD‘fbeﬁektended to them also cannot be denied. Our

Jié;{;igjﬁléo strengthened by the order dated

'§< P : . .
Sral Co-ordinate Bench of this Tribunal

ing:.of OA 246?/96 filed by Liloo Singh,

°y

in Civil. Construction Wing in Ministry of
Infofﬁétidn"anﬁ,ﬁroadcasting. The relevant portion of

,jUdééEént‘is being reproduced below:

N
~

L
B

- The learned counsel for the respondents
;. stated that the award in the case of workers
#’din  the CPWD is not applicable to those in the
BRI sio. CCW, AIR. The applicant was not a party to
i};‘ ~¥* the. matter in that petition thus the terms and
A conditions of the award are not applicable in

the applicant’s case. He further contended

‘that. CPWD is a much larger establishment than
the .CCW, =tAIR and, therefore, the terms and
onditions . applicable to the work charged

>stablishment:. in the CPWD are not at all

applicable in the case of work charged staff of
CCW. :Heialso submitted that the applicant had
ubmitted " his representation for the first
time - on 31-8-1995,  Annexure A-3 and,

therefore, - if at all hiseclaim is accepted he
Cannot:” be.granted arrears. He also contended
ghat no.reliance can be placed at Annexure A-2
swhich “is ‘an internal communication between DG
ZAIR " and * Ministry of Information  and
roadcasting. '

'”‘The;;elevdnt provision 3.5.17 regarding to
orkwcharged establishment in the AIR Manual
(Annexure "A-3) clearly establishes  that
provisions- of CPWD Manual are applicable in
matxersgyof ¥recruitment, pay sales and other
rules * to work-charged establishment in OCW.
Jhis :provision is further interpreted in the
dforesaid memo dated 20-11-1975, Annexure A-4

suggesting that CCW is a replica of CPWD and
the: provisions of the CPWD Manual are
licable to the work-charged establishmant

#:-:.0F .CCW. - This concept has been accepted in the
-¥ ,order dated 15-10-1996 passed in 0OA 2229/96¢ by
o+ this'iTribunal. - No doubt the arbitration award
v rneferredy to. ‘above in the 0a related to the
7 employees. of the work ~charged in CPWD, vet
since .’ thew duties and functions of the
. work-charged: staff of CPWO and CCW AIR  being
4 widentical their terms and conditions have also
. toubeuthe same as per the provision under aAIR
~Manual:-wread with CPWD  Manual. The
_applicability of the terms and conditions of
- the:arbitration award referred to above to the
applicaqt’s case would be quite in order. we

e




<,,also notice that in pursuance of Tribunal’s
' -‘order “dated 15-10- 1996 in 0A 2229/96 by the
ﬁg"respondents Earlier also as per Annexure A-5
‘1dated .209¥3-1991 - DG, AIR had implemented the
udgement ~of the Hon ble Supreme Court dated
17+1~1986 in the case of Surinder Singh’s
w(supra) in  respect of - the daily rated
work~charged staff in CCW on the principle of
’equal pay for equal work etc."”

' 'een‘that thesabove decision has been
foll 0A No. '1140/95 filed by Shri Divan
Sing which has been disposed of on 17-4 2001

- EC.X dated 7-5-1997 issued by DG
:6n:the implementation of arbitration
ume s 16 categories of staff
fénd'ﬁéstt. wireman, who are the
The applicants, therefore,

extended

7 arb1trat10n as has been granted to

» - . - ,
’ the above_ v1ew-of the matter, the
The
applicants
22/9/93~EC~X dated
order was
(SHANKERhRAJU) “1,H
MEMBERJ(J)f‘wum"
/v1kas/




