
CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BENCH

New Delhi this the ly of January 1997,

Hon'ble airi A.V. Haridasari/ Vice Chairman (J)

Hon'ble Shri R.K. Ahooja, Member {A)

O.A. No. 2422/92

Shri Rajesh Kumar
Son of Shri Badri Nath
Ex. Mobile Booking Clerk
North Eastern Railway
Railway Station
Kasganj

O.A.No. 1960/92

Shri Ajay Kumar Shukla
Soin of Shri C.S. Shukla
Ex-Mobile Booking Clerk
Railway Station, N.E. Railway,
Karnauj.

O.A. No. 77/1993

Shri Surinder Singh Rathoix
Son of Siiri Babu Sinffh Ralliore
Ex. Additional Bookinn Clerk
Railway Station,
North Eastern Railway
Fatehgarh Railway St at ion.

O.A. 76/1993

Shri Raijivler Kumar Miprna
Son of Slin Durga Fiasad Mislna
Ex. Volunteer/Mobile Ticket Collector
Under Station Surirrintendont
North Eastern Railway
Pilibhit.

O.A. No. 465/1993

Shri R.S. Kashyap
Son of Shri ISiaram Das Kashyap
ex. Mobile Booking Clerk
Railway Station
Budayun.

O.A. No. 1053/1992

Shri Shiv Kumar
son of Shri Thakur Das
Ex. Additional Booking Clerk
North Eastern Railway
Puranpur.
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Shri Narayan Singh
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^[Lb^Shri A.v. Haridaaan. v^ Chainnan f>Tl
• All these cases ^ ^

Identical question of law and/ therefo//' '
iu, cnerefoi7e^ .they are beingheard and disposed of bv thi^ty this -cGMJ^n ' ©rd^r,.

appHcnts i„

«°b"e Txcket 'Booking
an dinchanged prion to innnsse.;
O.A. No. 2422/92 >«a first engaged mf.6.'l984 and hs
Ha. -.tked tin 31.10.1984. Ibe a^l^^r ^^4,.
1960/92 was first engaged on 22'"5 idn/" ^ 4 --

y geo on 22.5.1.98f. and wDj-ited upto--.-3. l.e ai.3.cant NO, „
.n„l, ' l.e

applicant in O.A. No. 465/93 .„.
\ ap9aged,js,J^bile: Booking

r?'"• 053/9^ «3 engaged fro™ I.8.1983 to 33.12.1984 with
intermittant breakak.. The appl.eant, jn p.A,No,.. 76/92' wa,
•ngaged as Mobile Ticket Poii^ ..Ticket 0°nactor,. t5^, 23.3,193^ to

--"c,ntino.A.:No::^^^
^ -Ai,^ eietk fro. 36.5.1983 koSl.10.1984 with
intermittant break oik^ ca-eaK. The opolicant .. 4n^0^As. No. 70/9318 «3 as Mobile Bcokih^-te; •^y-|,5.3933 to

943/92 " "'̂ ™i«ant break. Applicant in O.A. No.
f'n 3,"°' . .10.1984 With i„tem.lttant breaf-iaVer the/ were
-Charged the appllbi,tP «ti re

^ag^nt and re^larlsati^i. Mobile Booking clerks who
had rendered service prior to 17 11 1986 as

" 1/.11.1986 and were not re
engaged approached the Central */?»• •

- Administrative Tribunalclaiming re-engagmenet and re7ulari«a^-
regularisation. , The Tribunal



^ directed the -RaifwayT^inistration to re-engage the Mobile
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,,/,«apoj>^ntar,rMua3t;ifl9 ttwh to:,re^ongaga a«d to consider
.. is .,th<w ,for. ;ab,0CBtion ..teAre^^ soraicei butsmtboiut success.#
" "• The spplicMits have flMfJr.ithili, apffUcatiion praying that the

respondents ray be directed to re-engage then, as Volunteer
,_,?.Jf.;kpt ,Cgllefit°R3/»bbile ;-^Xing. Cleeks and to grant thee

accordance with the

^ I « -a. .
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-igement: ^d^>^^''''"''^ior- to

n£k ni l -^ )-ioql7.iawa98& putsaant" to the jod^emei^ 'of ^hi^'d^lbuhal in

"'• ' '•- '̂^ ' the"^ Railvray* Board' issued a

,ioz7ii-«irG«lar (feted 6.2.1^ to all tli# (^rterfel'^i4nagers that

;; 0 .fi:? {Mobile ax)king perka v^6 have fendeif^ aa^b^ to

bl7^;:ll<i986 v-and dis-^hgagiad shbiiM^^be re-eVigaged as and

j,ifi ''srv^n. they" approach them> and" thereaftarconsider grant of

C- V{. o"teitiporaiT^ statuS •and "i^e^laiisation. In spite of this

^ bf d:he Railvray Board,-' theof the

r , f ;?1 appl'ioant& 'have ^ncbf been TOnsidered by the respondents in

i-r.i M'v.v -oT the light'of the eflSOVe mentibhed Circular of the Railway

I. - loi oBoard;/ in Ifehtf RiSnari'Ariand's/case the Trlbiinalbad given

-:MLjtollowlng:^dire<±idrH9i''^ ''if//::! -•/••

<U;'-Ov es men;

; ;^n6 - following the (feci^ itibunal
in Neera Mehta'a case: and Bumir Kumar

,i r vvv rt irr.-:,r^a iMukherjee^a case^ hold tHM the length
of the period of service pot in by .the

. '.A- ^5-ff'wn .applicant in itself is'hot relevant." '
, t." 'i '. '

"Admittedly, all those ap)|>licsnts had been
engaged as Mobile Booking Clerks before

• b u-f iTillv^.^ In the Interest of justice, all
of them deserve to be reinstated in

-!j-c-(sv fv> servi(^f/irrespecfdw-br the 'period of
Bs^^ioe f)ut in by them. Those who have

^ ^ ' ' - puti ihOirOhtlhuoos sOh^ice of nPre th^''i20i days, would be entitled to tenporary
/-'T P' ' ' Status With all 'the attendant- Tfenefits.

All persons should be cx^nsidered for
re^larlsatiofi and perTifenerifabsorptibfV in
accordance with the provisions of the
acheme. In the facts and circnimstarices^of
these cases, we do not, however, consider

- it appropriate to direct the respondents
fo pay back wages to tihe applicants/.on

-xnr;? -uonx:-? nc rOihstatr'-^t '-^lh 'T^ietv'$a. *^e
/ ^od of ser< ^3 already put in by them

s.ufe f/.svr- a^Jrvicel'' 'were;7 "?rmina^,
wtTuid"" ^ V ", count for completion of

s^J-X 3-'-^ fiii-vv tfrrifc. yc„. . eriod of serviOs whiclV
of the conditions for reguWlarisation and

•ron^ :•-

e.-dftf is';?:

j i vv

ef'j.-Xirr.rw.-d;/

Following the above judgement the Prihci^l Bench of the

Tribunal in Arvind Kumar & Ors. Vs. Uhion of India

reported in ATJ 1996(1) 151 directed the repondents to
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re-engage the acpllcants within a period of three months

9.;i1 pr ir- ^f5^ -of receipt of v. the order aa«a^ =t-o consider

-ioi r.r;'! : -1 period .<Sf thr^years taking

into account the service rendered prior to- their dis

engagement also, :Ia, the^ light;, of .the Memorandum dated

i?jixi?x)l^^xMdxxM«M«K««d«xxdate(Sxx3acic4KiSi&a ss^ 24.5.1990

mentioned in the Railway Board letter dated 6.2.1990. This

»? of the Tribunalfhas been follow '̂ini^iShiri Sanjeev
"(•,5 s-f iv-'t r; ' • •• ••'<'•'••-

Kumar Vs. Secretary,Ministry of Railways and Ors. in O.A.

No. 964/91 decided on 7.3,1986. The applicants in all

these cases were engaged as Mobile Booking Clerks or

Volunteer Ticket Collectors and dis-engagement prior to

17.11.1986. They are in all respect similarly situated

as the applicant in Usha Kumari Anand*8 case, Arvind Kumar

and Sanjeev Kumar (Supra). Therefcire, we do not find any

reason to deviate from the views taken in all the said

cases. The plea of limitation has to be overruled.

4. In the result the applications are disposed of

with a direction to the reapondente to re-engage the

applicants in these cases as Mobile Booking Clerks

Volunteer Ticket Collectors within a period of three

,.1- .r date of ,months frcxn the receipt of a copy of this order. Wie case

of the applicemts for grant of temporary status,

absorption etc. shall be considered by the respondents in

accordance with the rulings, rules and instructions in

that regard »The period of service^ rendered by each of the
applicants prior to their dis-engagement also be

-fu.




