N .
i
(’-\l
t““ . ) o g3 AU
" - ¢ B . GO, ™.
- - . R FLA DJ.‘:IF‘. Y

# » .
P, | Aok -
o . e M
- - : e S X
\\ér / IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL '
. | . -
~ N7 HYDERABAD BENCH : AT HYDERABAD. LT e
A . | ST VI RS
* * * g Co Lo
) ERTEY
< ‘ ! .
0.A. 967/93 Dt. of Decisjon : 6.4.1994
|
1. P. Shanker Rao 17. S, Narsimloo
2, K, Sham Rao 18. A.K, ChandP
3, M,S.Mallesgha 19. P,J. WeBleyl ‘
4. R, 5idda Goud 20. N, Nageshwar Rao
| ‘
. 5. M_Mogleshwar Rao ' 21. T.H,Munnaiah
. : |
< 6. Abdul Qudduss 22. C, Anjafah
|
7. Darbar Singh Gill 23, Manick Prabhu
8. N, Chandrasekhar 24, B, Jangaiah|
9. G. Ramudu ' 2%, Raja Ram '
S. IJ i R 2 T - S mia= T\‘.\\\‘-h-l---L -
10. arsing Rao 4§Z ﬁkra% han
12, K, Narasirg Rao 28. L. Naraygna
|
13. D, Satyamaravyana 29. M, Naraysn Swamy 3
v
K Rawrdmat~oa.—— )
}%; Eéﬁa Harish 3l. V. Narasimha,
16, S, Bala Prabhakar Rao | .. RApplicants.
Va ) [
» 1, Director General, D,R.D,0, and
’ Scientific Advisor, A
Ministry of Defence,
South.Block, New Delhi, '
2. Director, Defence Electronic !
Reaaarth Laboratory, |
Chandrayanagutta,
Hyderabad - 500 005, ! . .Respondents,
- . « ~ansLiopdiny
Mannen = =7 - -

Counsel for the Respondents : Mr, N R, Ramana, Addl. CGSC

|

CORAM: .. r
THE HON'BLE SHRI A.B. GORTHI :  HEMRBER (LD Vo

—vie= awowy pwb BRI T. CHANDRASEKHARA REDDY : MEMBER' (JUDL,)
. N | ]




f
1
'
. & 1
1 e
. ¥ |
”i ! i 1 !
oz . 4
o f { |
: i s
“1

_ . sl
pi : ! :

, |
S | ] 5
Copy to:- : I L : | ‘
Rl 1. Diractorfﬁ&nmralj DQR;Dgﬂo,ahd Sciéntifuc édviscrpk
Ministry: of Usfence, S.oﬂlthlBlockD New Oblhi,
. ‘; B ' . o - - | .
2 Oirectori Osfance Electronics Research Lab&ratury,
S Chandrayqnagutta; Hyd-QIS, ; :
. é ‘ ) - Y
' ' ,i;*”Uné copy ?Q'Sri,‘GeBikshapathy, advmcat%g CAT, Hyd,
. . . g N ‘o . |
4. Ona copy in Sri%’N.U.Ram%na; Addl,,QGSC, CAT , Hyd,
; L : o . oo
< . S. Dne Copy to Library, CA-T!,,'-Hytd. il ; y
| ﬁ . P | . ' i’ '
6. UOne spareicopy, ' !’ | j 1o ;
o | ] . ? %’ ! | f
b | SRR R I CE B |
: : i; j TN
Rem/< | i f ? : :!‘ '
i i | ¥ ' ‘
B v ! | o |
" . ooy o i i I 3
! ‘ o . | Lo ¥ b Jl
f E] r‘_‘- F . !}' " l!‘ { : i
: 9 - v g
F 5 . ! c | . - '-"=_;.
I . |' e o
“ T- i \; : I ' ' 'I il 1
| , f gt | I b ’
! : z‘ F 3 2 J
: : i+ , ' |
| . [ | 3
! i i f P i
| ' : I |
; b - o
| LA 1 [
;s ; to] IR
’ o i : f ’ iV ‘I
f _ A ’ ; . i
i .| % I i H i : , g '
! ,i : ! il i I P : 3 X
E : J - ! iy [ . \
| | % Do !
! ] f .
\ | s
: 1 e ] ; ot
; 4 %‘ o
& o
P L
i P
? i




mﬁhé‘i;
%D
g

IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

HYDERABAD BENCH : AT HYDERABAD,

* * %

0.A., 967/93 Dt, of Decision : 6,4,1994
i, P. Shanker Rao 17. S, Narsimloo
24. K, Sham Rao 18, A.K, Uhapda
3, M.S.,Mallegha 19, P,J., Wesley
4, R, Sidaa Goud , 20, N, Nageshwar Rao
5. M.Mogleshwar Rao 21, T,H,Munnaiah
6. Abdul Qudduss 22, C, Anjaiah
7. Darbar Singh Gill 23, Manick Prabhu
8. N, Chandrasekher 24, B, Jangaiah
9, G, Ramudu 25. Raja Ram
10, s, Narsing Rao 26, K, Samba Murthy
11, Shiv Ram 27. Akram Khan
12, K, Narasing Rao 28, L, Naravyana .
13, D, Satyaﬁarayana 29, M, Narayan Swamy ﬁ;
14, C,P,K,Ravichandran 30. M, Bhaskara Rao ‘
15, Koka WMarish 31, V. Narasimha

Vg

1, Director General, D,R,D,0, and
Scientific Advisor,
Ministry of Defences,
South Block, New Delhi,

2. Director, Defence Electronic
Chandrayanagutta,
Hyderabad - 500 005,

.

Counsel for the Applicants Mr,

Counsgel for the ReSpondents : Mr,

CORAM:

THE HON'BLE SHRI A.B. GORTHI

. s R@espondents,

G, Bikshapathy

N.®, Ramana, Addl. CGSC

IMEMBER (ADMN, )

THE HON'BLE SHRI T. CHANDRASEKHARA REDDY : MEMRER !:nnp'\ _




. : 3
Copy to:-
14 Director General, D.R.D.C. and Scientific Advisor,

Ninistry of Defence, South Block, New Delhi.

2.' Oirector, Dafeﬁce Eléctronics Research Laboratory,
- Chandrayanagutta, Hyd-005,
3/ One copy to Sri. G.Bikshapathy, édvacata, CAT, Hyds
- 45 One copy to Sri. N.V.Ramana, Addl. CGSC, CAT, Hyd.
S5+ 0One copy ta Library, CAT,-Hyd,
6+ 0One spare copy. N
Ram/= : _ .




Q.A,967/93 Dt. of decision 6-4-1994

Judgement
X As per the Hon'ble Sri. A.B, Gorthi, Member (Admn, X

The relief claimed by the applicants is for payment
of Over Time Allpwance (OTA for short) to them w.e.f,
6-11-73 upto July,’ 1983, The main ground on which the
relief is claimed is that the§ are entitied to OTA for

working beyond 44)% hours a week. .

2. .The respondents im‘their reply affidavit have stated
that for .Non-industrial staff, as the applicants herein
are, the working ﬁours per week are 48 hours. (8 hours a
day for six days a week), and hence the applicants are

not entitled to OTA for working beyond 44% hours a week,

3. As none was present for the applicants on 4-4-94,
l;,.j‘t—-()\.n 415
and this case came up for hearingy , Bt was listed for

dismissal today. Now, learned counsel fér applicants

in the OA that the applicants were required to work only
upto 44% hours per week, and not 48 hours per week, In
view of this, we must accept what has been stated by the
respondents in thelr counter affidavit. -  & e ind

that the application is without merit. The same is hereby

dlasmissed. No order as to costs,

{,l . + -
(T Chandrasekhara Réddy) '_TJAaB. Gortﬂz )
Member (Judl.) Member (Admnn.)

Dictated in Opnn Court
Dt.6-4-1954 ]
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