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Kushal Slngh

ﬂ,Shrl Kanwar Singh Bist
YRA0YH-3/229, Sector-I, Rohini
'New‘Delhl. '

i N1ha1 Slngh

H-Shrl Budh Ram, :
‘“?Vlllage Rampur, Dhhadhi
'Jatola Tah811 Pataudi, Distt.

.5 .-18h Ram 1a1 Sharma
,“s/o Shri B.R.Sharma

»uR/olH No.‘1440 Lodh1 Complex
Ne 3

R

-Shri'érij Mohaﬁ
:8/0; Shri. Roshan Lal
R/o'H No . 11/264 Geeta Colony

R/o

Sector I, Peshwa road

:Gole Market New De1h1 - 1.
_Shrg K.K. Sharma

“8/0; shri.Chitra Shrma

‘R/0’ BC— 3/46A Paschim Vihar
anw De1h1 - 63.

7;'Shr1 Jawala Prasad

S/0 Shri Roshan lal,

‘R/0. H.No.736, Janta Flat, Nand Nagri
-G T B Enclave Delhi - 93.

-..Applicant




-

;Rav1nder Kumar,'
mTrievgfonlate Unrao Bahadur,
* !:k - R/o.C-298, Shrlnlwaspurl
. ;New Delhlp— 65:-3

§H1ra Slngh

s, DIZ ﬁreé
Ngw Delhi.

ur Road New Delhi - 44.
12.-Shrii Santbeer
: A-ES/o Shr1 Gajraj Singh

R/ D-ll H.No.256
~1Har11Ngr Extn., Jaitpur
. pur New De1h1

Distt. Rohtak

“Sﬁ“’Js/‘jLate Sh.. Kishan Lal-
- " LR/O o 799, Co operative, Tejpur
o Peharal Badarpur, New Delhi - 44.

gDharam Pal Singh,

- _I_S/o -Shri Prem:Pal Singh

' “..wR/O%H.No 217, Gali No.l RaJveer Colony
P New De1h1.

Part-II

Jagpal S1ngh
© *° 8/6 Shri Bharat’81ngh
- . -.R/o H.No. 170/Ist -

54~f‘M B Extn Badarpun; New Delhi -~ 44.

;8-»Shr118ansar Chand

-+ - 8/o ‘Dharam Chand

.. .H-Noi:104, Road No.3, Anddrews GanJ,
Gfif?Ne'koelhx Py

19]'Shr1*Sav1nder Kumar Gupta,
' S/o0. Shri Ant Ram

R/o 178-A, DDA Flats Shahpur Jat
ﬁNew De1h1

20. Shrl Anand Prasad,
- S8/0 Shrl Raghubeer Singh
1R/o RZ 72 Salyad Gaon, New Delhi -87.

Qﬁ--2§2;£2999

o= yri Ram Pyare
.R/0; HiNo.2297,
‘ 1is.Complex, New Delhi.

e [V UISUC




/

S/o Shr1 Bhrkha Ram

R/o RZE=~ 673/11 Gali No.20
-Sadh Nagar, Palam Colony,
‘LNew Delh1‘~ 45.

3. "Shrl Nazir Slngh Yadav

S/o Shri RaJ Kumar Yadawv

R/o H.No. N.164, Teackers Colony
: ' ar,. Ga21abad U.pP.

4 S qi Chandra Dev Mehto

R/O‘H No.—G 21, Sec-4, Raja Bazar
» Market -N. Delhi -1. :

5 ShrljJal Shankar Prasad
: ~S/o 8hri Bahadur Ram
/o H No. D 400, Kidwai Nagar East,

i 6~yShn1'Pyare Lal,
v 'S/0. Shri . Tirkha Ram
/0 H.No.335, Sec.3.
3 ‘ Road Pushp Vihar, New Delhi.

}fﬂq‘j:"-;;‘; ﬁ'H NO 910 ‘Sec-7
.,—.;v,}l.- .- o | " New - Delhl - 22.

neS/o"Shrl Khem Chand,
o R/o H.No. $-5%6, School Blk'
% ehru Enclave Shakarpur Delhi - 92.

Y -\

) ,Ram Pal

-?f Shrl Dungar Singh

'3 H.No.427, Blk N, Sewa Nagar
lDe1h1‘=4 St
. A

10 Shrl Mehar Chand

B ,S/o .Shri Chet Ram

- Office of the Asstt. Engineer (E)

CCW : AIR : Akashwani Bhawan, New Delhi.

_llifShrl Kantl Swaroop
: - 8/0.Shri Adal Prasad,
R/o Flat No.-1166, Pkt-C

I, LIG Flat, EAst Loni Road, Shahdara
~ “ Delhi.

. -
12.Shri Om Swaroop

'S/o Shri Bhim Singh

R/o V/po Chawla, New Delhi - 71.

13 Shr1 Gaur1 ‘Shankar,
'8/0 Shri Bhulai Mehato

/o F-812/1864, Netdjl Nagar,
ew De1h1

- - -Applicants




h ;23 ‘ ‘i “R/o%46 ~F, Ram Bagh New Delhi.

2. Shri Slya Ram
- 8/0 ishri Babu Lal
R/o'80/6 Pushp Vihar
M B Road New Delhi.

3 Shr1 Mukhtar Mehto

/ojShrl Shiv Narain Mehto (Late)
/o{J 707 Mandlr Marg, N.Delhi

R/é\z/éB RaJapurl Uttam Nagar

~1 V.R. Tyagl

%Shri Phaklr Chand Tyagi
Qr. No. 160, Prem Nagar
'?De1h1.“'

E. ?1 ‘Suresh Chand

S/o Shri Sukh Lal

*R/o F-519 ,

Gall No.. 17, Chandbagh Colony
}Deth,— 94 "

-

Shrl Dalep Slngh
S/o Shri Tara Chand

R/o House No.C/67, Amar Colony, Nagl
N W, Oelhl-- ‘41.

8. Shrl Pratap Slngh .
N : - R/o F-519, Gali No.l17, Chandbagh
lcolony, N.Delhi.

ey

”£Shr1 TeJ Singh
+$/0 Shri Than Singh

Tk

R/o O 1/98, Budh Vihar, Phase-I

;4;9;,shri_oev Dutt

»" . 8/0 Shri Bhoodev Prasad,

: ! R/o E~190, Jai Vihar Colony

Near Banlcam Najafgarh, N.Delhi.

; Shrl Baljeet Singh

= 8/0 Shri Rup Chand
ﬁ R/o @Qr. No.93, Sector 3, M.B.Road
: Delhi.

£12.i8hriAshok Kumar

i 8/o Shri Mangu Ram

2 R/o Qr.. No.2/60, Subhash Nagar
New Delhi .

13.8hri Ram Agya Mehto

- S/0 Shri Hawal Dar Mehto

R/0 ‘Subhash Park-II, Khora Colony
‘i, Ghaziabad (UP).

i e - e et o e ko TR

Ol




14 Shrl Man SIngh,
?”‘ 18/0- Shri Jodha Singh
5 “R/0 Sector 51, Village Hoshivar
mPur ‘Dist¥. Gautam Budh Nagar, UP.
A _ ...Applicants

R - .

oa-zsi9légoo

5 Shrl Shanker Prasad
S/o Late Shri - Kuldip
R/o Qr No.330, Sector-3 *
- M.B. Road Pushp Vihar,
New De1h1. ut.

,Raghunath Mehto
Late Shrl Dhodha Mehto,

ﬂte Shii: Sh1va31 ‘Manjhi
6/6 Sector=1, Pushp Vihar
ad New De1h1

~&Shri Shatrughan
‘8/0"Ldte Shri- :Ramanand;

'g, R/0 WC-112,

Netaal Nagar New Delhi ~23.

RaM‘ agar Vlsta Shahdara, Delhi - 32.

6 Shrl Krasan Kumar. - N
- 8/0:8hri Jagat Singh
R/o 2/31 Patel Park, Bahaduraarh
HARYANA.

' ‘»"‘ 3

7. Shrl Jaswan Slngh
S/o shri'Puni Chand
R/o @ri.No. 5/60; Mandlr Marg
New 0e1h1.

ral

i uKiGupta RS
S/o ‘Shri Jai Bhagwan
CR/SE ‘QriiNo. A/345/1 Shastri Nagar
Delhl‘r 52,
"~ 9 Shr ,ah1 Pal Singh

'8/0.Shri Gabbar Singh

.R/o;@riNo. 39, IInd Floor, .

Sector?IV Tlmar Pur, De1h1 - 54,

(By.Advocate Shri T c.Aggarwal) --.Applicant.

. e B e et e S s 2 e N

1.}Secretary -
AMlnistryﬁof Informatlon and Broadcastlng
.Sha' :%,Bhawan New Delhi - 1.

u”“xw. g‘ i
2. The Dlrecton General
Alls Ind1a Radlo,ua_
‘Parliament Street




<

jAkashwan; Bhawan
’ﬁNew Delhi .

3.'The Chlef Endineer
'~’Clv11 Construction Wing
P I.I. Bu11d1ng
+1Ind; Floor; Parliament Street

o 'ANew Delhi = 1.

.« Respondents
(By Advocate shri M, M Sudan)

O.RDER

order disposes of above noted

‘'seeking ~common reliefs and heard together in common

+ i

cfoeard Shri T.C.Aggarwal, learned counsel

M('appllcant and Shri M.M.Sudan, learned sr.

j'Briefly stated, the applicants are

i .
,u.r ,(

o work charged emplovees workiqg with the AIR Civil

cud

Consﬁructlon Wing, with service conditions similar to
: é fact indicated in the I & B Ministry
/_)/.SfAL
dated | 20-11-1995. ~owoue  regarding
ce categorlsatlon/re classification of the
and-:negular classified workers of CPRPWD
1erred to arbltratlon leadiné to the decision
he:pc; of each worker in the pre-revised scale
flxed ontl 1-1973 or the date of merger and
cnf l 1 1986 1n the new scale following the
'reccmméndations of the IVth Pay Commission with the
beﬁcfi%7fofiarrears from 1-4-1981. This decision was
I s '
nimpicﬁénted'vby CPWD for its employvees, but the same
“wa ?éoné}ih’respect of the likes of the applicant.
» ! “of applicability of CPWD _Rules and

'similaﬁ_fpay have been determined and granted to

2




i

’T*

|
d Seﬁeﬁmenu'&fFerroprinters by the Tribunal. A reques \\

waé;'therefore; made in respect of the applicants also
A : (TR
for brlnglng them on corresponding regular post w.e.f.

l 1 1973 ‘ pay flxed in the higher post from that day

rrears granted from 1-4-1981. The same has not

. : ;Hence these‘ 0As .

‘heiapplicants plead that inaction on the

the:_qespondents was totally arbitrary and

[y S
A N

aqdfagainst all cannons of justice and fair
;éineeihthe applicants who are attached to the
Censtrdetion Wing of Akashwanil are those who
”hlglnally brought from the CPWD for construction
fifﬂh the area or those subsequently recruited under

“same terms and conditions, they were correctly
E R S
S

xﬁﬁ;at,ehti led to have the benefits of the award, extended

them as well. They also referred to the decision

“;4, 27 4 2ooo of the Tribunal in OA No.2464/1996

LllOO Slngh to 1denticaliy placed

PR
BN

In “their reply the respondents indicate

R A e . . . -
£o7that thqee working in Civil Construction of AIR cannot

';éwithf those in CPWD, as they work under
inis tries_ Provisions of CPWD Manual
‘ notwlthstandlng/ the applicants were never

Aa'con31dered -a part of CPWD establishment. The
_.respo dents also state, that the decision of the

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

BT l

not app11cab1e .to the applicants. They cannot also

der1ve cany benef1t from the arbltratlon award as They

.4;'

”“ot 'paqtles in the arbitration, plead the




Durlng the oral submissions, Shri

T. C Aggarwal ‘Tearned counsel for the applicant3

relterates the pleas made in the OAs and submits that

the= 1ssue hav1ng been already decided by the Tribunal

fwyour of Sewermen, the same should apply in thei

N )
ﬂwell He also invites our attention Tt

. -
x“w

OM dated 7-5-1997 and seeks the benefit for

Shrl Sudan learned sr. counsel on the

. ;:,\

'HJWe' have carefully considered the rival

T . e A i; .', R :
”«LCOntenﬁlons“and;the documents brought on record. khat

is the extension of the
-éranted to work-charged employees of the
fb? means ‘of arbitration with consequential
. }as they are 81mllar1y placed either having

rpm~CPwQ‘Qr'posted subsequently under the same

,epd Cthitions as the work-charged employees of

;'Very feeble -attempt is made by the

‘feSPOQféntS=
applidéhts ‘afef-dffferent from those working in CPWD

'»l 2} »‘

1hat they were not parties to the arbitration.

to COntest the above holding that the

. Ca

These» obgectlons do nct have any validity in view of
§ . . __3(

NO C—28011/l/75~CW~II~B (D) dated

"?Qﬁdfi,the Ministry . of Information an
“-under which AIR falls, which makes it
the terms and conditions of the

staff attached to the AIR were on the

as that of CPWD, which has been duly

endprsed in Chapter 3 of AIR Manual dealing with




—

‘cpwq_fb“@

4 —\‘ -

:COn%frdctiBn“‘wing. That being the case the

‘‘‘‘‘

app11cants request for the benefit of arbitration in

xtended‘to them also cannot be denied. our
1s.also strengthened by the order dated
Tribunal

Co ordlnate Bench of this

Singh,

Ministry of

6. The learned counsel for the respondents
stated that the award in the case of workers
g | the CPWD is not applicable to those in the
CCW AIR. . The applicant was not a party to
the matter in that petition thus the terms and
vcondltlons ‘of the award are not applicable in
he.; applicant s case. He further contended
hat ~CPWD.'is a much larger establishment than
he - ch \AIR and, therefore, the terms and
fond1t1ons_ appllcable to the work charged
éstabllshment in the CPWD are not at all

»fhls representation for the first
> 31-8-1995,  Annexure A-3 and,
ilf at all his~claim is accepted he
‘annot be granted arrears. He also contendcd

“is an internal communication between DG
and * Ministry of Information and

A The relevant provision 3.5.17 regarding to
: ork charged. establishment in the AIR Manual
v(ennexuren,‘a 3) clearly establishes that
rovisions fo CPWD Manual are applicable in
'atters “of wrecruitment, pay sales and other
rules .to work-charged establishment in CCW.
jThis prov151on is further interpreted in the
“aforesaid memo dated 20-11- 1975, Annexure A—4
suggesting: that CCW is a repllca of CPWD and
5the prov131ons of the CPWD Manual are
Jappllcable to the work-charged establishmant
-.ﬁ*-of;CCW. wThlS concept has been accepted in the
;*order»dated #£15-10~-1996 passed in 0A 2229/%9¢ by
. -this! Trlbunal No doubt the arbitration award
.- neferred. ito. above in the OA related to the
:Q«employees éf the work -charged in CPWD, vet
u>31wce Hethedrduties and functions of the
jork—charged staff of CPWD and CCW AIR being
-rdent1ca1 their terms and conditions have also
to ibe the pame as per the provision under AIR
Manuale, read with CPWO - Manual. The
fappl1cab111ty ‘of the terms and conditions of
bhe arbitration award referred to above to the
jappl1gant s ' case would be quite in order. We




N

~A

% —}C>‘~
it . . )

._also notice that in pursuance of Tribunal’s
Morder. ‘dated 15-10-1996 in OA 2229/96 by the
respondents. Earlier also as per Annexure A-5
dated : 2033 ~1991 DG, AIR had implemented the
_TJudgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court dated
- A7=1- 1986 in -the case of Surinder Singh’s
(supra) “ in  respect of - the daily rated
“wWork= charged staff in CCW on the principle of
equal pay for equal work etc."”

alsonfseen “that thevabove decision has been

he OA NO 1140/99 filed by Shri Divan

"The'appllcants also have referred to the OM

g 1993\r EC X dated 7-5-1997 issued by DG

‘cpwo on, the 1mp1ementat1on of 'arbitration
e 16 categories of staff
;iand Asstt. Wireman, who are the
The applicants, therefore,

smovehaveglitolbe ‘given:the similar treatment and extended

_;@ﬁiiarbitration as has been granted to

"-:I‘w~the above view-of the matter, the
appllcat?ons succeed and are accordingly allowed. The

respondents are dlrected to extend to the applicants

e eflt of the CPWD s OM No. 22/9/93~EC~X dated

Th1s exerc1se should be completed within

'*vm?nths from the date of receipt of the copy of

th1s order No costs.

'.Ihe. operatlve portlon of thig order was

pronounced 1n the Court at the end of oral\submissions

on 5@ 3—2001 e

(SHQNKER}RAJU)‘
. MEHBER((J) i
/vikas/ e




