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.L.\J 'I'& (.;.t:...Nffih.L ,AUH.UL!S'l'Rl;I'll/8 'IRIBUNt~ 
J uD:t:li;l :.R :a.;;,NCH : J. 0DHf' UR. 

.r(-, 

Date of Order ~ 'j d I! L-N~ ~ 

l"lahesh .Kumc:tr .:iheKhawa.t S/o;;;.h. Ba.chan ::>ingh, C/o fJlr. !:~mar 
s ingh uehlot Patwar:·i, Chunni Lal Ki Ha.veli Ke I? ass, Govt • 
.Press Road, Bil<aner, Rajasthan. 

• •. .A2f'L ICANT. 

1., Unlon of India thi.-8Ugh its ~ecrctary, Hinistr~l of 
Informa·tion L>: Broadcasting, Government of India, .Shastri 
Bhawan, New Delhi 110 Olls 

2 Q Director General and Ch.te£ .c;..xecutive Off.Lcer, All Indl.a 
Radio, Aka.:shwani BhavJan, Parliament Street, New Delhi -
llU UOlo 

Station Dir:ec"bOr, All Ind.ia Rad.lo, Bikaner, Rajasthan. 

i•:r. o:J. ·1. Khan co-lnsel for the appl.Lcant. 
l'•1r.p.R • .L?atel counsel for· the respondents. 

Hon• bt.e i'ir. J·u stice G. L • Gupta, vice Chairman. 
Bon' ble r•Jr. A· P • .Nagrath,_ ..1\dm.inls·trative i·1ember. 

:; ORDER.:. 
L.) er H .. :m• ble .1\'Jr • A. P • N agr ath) 

The applicant 6 St1rl 11'1 • .K. ~hekhawat, is being given 

casual assignment frow time to time as Annourllcer J.n All 

.India Radio, Bikaner, since 1994. He seeks directJ.ons to 

the resi:Jondents to consider h,.i.s claim for regulc.risatlon 

in terrns of directions given in vctrJ.ous vAs by different 

Benches of the Tribtlhctl. It v;o ..... ld J:e useful to reprOduce 

the :t:e lief clC:tuse as ·prayed for by the ai:J,t:-~lJ.cant:.-

( i) All o.,.J th.Ls 0 .A. 

(ii) Direct the reSJ?Ondents to extend the :tenefit of 
the judgements in O.A. No. 541/97 Nanoj KU1112r ()c 

Or:s. vs. \J .J .. .I .. & Ors. decided on Jrd Decemb2T, 
19)9, 192/99, in the matter of Nasir All Zaid.L 
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& Or:·s. vs. Ll .. O.l.., & Grs. decided ::Jn 16 .J .99, 
o . .z.... N-). 578/99 ln the matter: of Deeb)af{ GOSt.".!C::.rni 

vs. ,j .. ....:: .• I.., 6.4 Ors m and 0 .i:... J\Jo. 45/97 in the rnaLter 
of .?>.nsudi bt1<:irma & O.r:s. vs. u DO,. l .. i::.<. Or:;,. and 
reg .1lar ise the se x:v ices of the cix.J~ lJ.cant.s b ere in 
in tenns of d ircct ion given J.n ;,) .A .. No~ 822/~ 1 

.s u.r'e sh ~harma (;.;· Or s. given bene fit of the scherre 
J:)::::e.~.Jareo :Lgnorir19 the cut o£date or prepare a 
sche tr~ :tor n=~g ulc.r isat:ton kee"-_, lng 1n v ie~;J the 
:cevise:::i lib:::ral.tsed decis.Lon v1.ae O.N .. dated 
17 .3 .9 4 as the ey_i;)ll.cants bE;re .tn C!r e similarly 
i;Jlaced. 

(iii) ThaL the res.f:)Ondent redirected to engaCJe tt1e 
applicant hen::in u.tler.:tst. i:ur 14 cays in a month 
t.ill .iid~E~ he is regular ised as Ann OLF1cer on 
Regular Basis ln order to enable t1im ·to tnc.J.::e both 
th~l.r enos f!l(:':et ~rotection of livel.inoodo 

( iv) To 1Jass any other order/d irectlon as may re dee reed 
fit in the facts and c irculo~stctnces ot t.he case. tt 

2. It J..s obv lous from the above~ tha.t tllls ll1d.t·ter is 

being agit.at.ed l:efore d.i.t1:erent Bench~'!s of the Tribunal 

c::nd d irect.L~)ns have been 9iven to the re Sf..lvnJents to c:)ns ider 

the claims of casual atmouncers in terms of the scheme 

alr·ea.dy pret?ared for regular is a tlou of casual staff artists 

or to fr<:Jilt2 a scheme cuver:ing ·the cases of CctSUa.l ann:-'>IJ.ncers. 

~-men ·the matter 'vJas heard flnally at the reque.s·t of lee1rr1ed 

coud.sel f~)r the partiesq :.:.>hri b. Y. l<han, Lec.rned co:JDsel 

satisfied if dir.ec-ciohs were gLven ·to the respondents on 

similar line~> as givr~n in the C<lse of ~hri Nt:-l~3ir Ali Zaidi 

& ors. vs. u .. o .. L c.: Ors. in 01'.. no. 573/99 decided on 16m3.99. 

~~e have ,perused the said order t:~nd having gel:. n regard to 

the sc.lme" vJe fin:! that there was absol utel.j no need tor the 

applicant to agiL.ate the matter afresh by filing thls 

1nd iv idual OA o The order in that OA covered all the casual 

The op~rat:Lve part of the o.t·der is as under:.-

~~ T1lU:3, a conslstent vlev•J na.s b8en taken by th,:: va:cinu.s 
.sena.'1es of the Cen-tral Administrative Tribu.lal that 
)Joordarshan and .i\11 India F'-adio sh0~1ld fra.ms e. 
sche rre f :x regular isc.';t lon Cas ua.L A.rt ist-s/Ann ou,,cer s 
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of various nomenclature and regularise all the 
Casual Artists : .. :m t.he available vacancies. vJe do 
not find any strong reason to deviate from the vie·"'1 

al.r:eady taken in the mat·ter. 1·;e accordingly dispose 
of this a£J~:-)lication ~.,;ith a d ir:e cti an to ·t.hr~ re spondenJc 
tv consider regular isation -Jf all the Casual Announcer 
(~Jhet.her they are apj_j1icants .tefor:e ~s or not) under 
the existing scheme or a sche m:.'! to be form-.llated in 
terms of the order of the principal Bench(supra) # 

•,..;ithin a J:.ler lad of f·our nunths frow the date Of is sue 
of this order .. '' 

It is ·thus manifest ·that the ce:.se of the applicant 

would au to111a·t icall::r7 stand cover:ed in that direction. 

However, no~, that applj_cant is refore us, '(Je consider it 

a.t.Ji:Jropriate to pass siiti~lar direct~ons m t.tus Olt. 'tie find 

that the api)l icant has annexed the copies of n umb2r of 

j lldgeitents by dit£er:ent Benches of the 'l'r ibunal covering 

the same subject. 

4 m ~~e ;ve.t: e informe-d by the learned co· . .msel for ·the 

respondents that against the said order in the c;:;se .-)f Nasir 

Ali ~a 1.d i 6.: Or s ,. , the respondents have moved to the H ::m' bl e 

High Court ofRajasthan by filing a Hrit pe·tition. \'Je also 

discern from the orders and ol:Bervations of the l?r .Lnc1.pal 

Bench in OA No. 17 S9j2000, in the Cc·Se of R ishikesh s harma 

vs ~ :J .O~ I. & Ors. dec.lded on 06 o02 .,;wo 1, that against most 

of the judgenent of the different Benches of the Tribunal, 

departrrent has filed appeals ~r;h.ich are pend.in9 in respective 

courts. It was also stated in that case by the counsel for 

the respondents tha·t an appropriate application would b3 

moved .:)n bc~half o£ the L'es~·onden·ts to have ·these matters 

decl.ded by the Hon'ble Apex Court., In th.is background., v.;e 

have noi. reasons to deviate from the orders passed by the 

various Benches of the Tribunals, not',..;~thstandi:1g the fact 

tha. t the Hyderabad Bench .::>£ the 'l'r ibunal hc.d taken a di :cferen 
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5. Learned counsel fort he a.l?l)licant also strongly 

urged tefore us that t.he respondents J:::e directed to give 

a casual assigrulent tothe appllcant atlec;st for more than 

1'~· days every month t~ll his regularisation. 1·;e do n·ot 

see o.;•y force in thJ. s argumen·t as r·e S.f:) Jndents have clsu.r ly 

stated that casual announcers are called on duty onl:z· vJhen 

:i· - s·:ane sudden casualJ.ty from amongst regular announcer occurs. t ""'t have categcr ically stated that all reg~lar posts of 

announcers are filled up and 'Lhere J.s no vacancy. Sj_nce 

the casual announcers a.Le to re g1.ven ass ig-ntrent only ~vhen 

need ar iset; lhere can be no occasion to speClfY the number 

of days for wh~ch any announcer be asSigned d '..!ty in cl rnonth e 

1-.e u.re convinced that absolutely no gr a-1nd Ls made out by 

·the. ap.-Jlicant to givem any dir:ect:L-on to the respondents to 

engage him for s ::>me Sf>e c ified n!.lmbe:~r of days in a mon-tt1. 

ln thl.t; .respect, his plea is liable to te rejected. 

6. In the facts o.na circumstances of thei2: case, ~"'e 

alloi.v the OA in part. The respondents are directed to 

extend the J::ene fit of the d 1.re ctions r:::1 iven m Nasir Ali 

zaidJ. ex Ous. vs. u .. u.l .. ...,. Ors .. dec.Lded on 16.03 .. 1999 in 

OA No. 5 7'd/99 and the similar j udye rrent;s re £erred to in 

the OA. NeedJ.e ss to s a'j, that the J:enefits so extended shal] 

l::e sUbJect "tiJ the flnal out conr_;; Of tne a~.r).atils pend .lD.<:J u1 

hlgh cou:rts ana 1.n the J;i_;)n' bJ..e A,l:Jex Court., r-J o order as to 

costs • 

( G. L~ GUl?'I.!\ ) 
i/ J.ce C ha 1.r man 
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