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IN THr; 

I 
1 

CENTRAL ADMINISrTIVE TRIBUNAL, JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

I 
OA 208/95 i 

. I 
Indeerjeet Singh son b:f Late Shri Sujan Singh Bindra aged 

about 38 .years re.sideJt of Quarter N9o. 287 /T; Near Railway 

Jaipur Line, GangapuJ City, District Sawaimadhopur (F.aj·.) 
I 

Posted as Ballast Checker cum Guard in tl:i.e office of AEN 
I Gangapur city, Western Rai~way, Kota Division (Rajasthan). 

I 
1. 

2 •. 

3. 

4. 

~ •• :. Applicant. 

I 
I Versus 
I 

I . 
The Union of/India through General Hanager, 

. I 
Western Railway, Church Gate, Mumbai. 

-- - I . - . 
Divisional Jailway Manager {Estt.), 

. I 

Western Ra~:liway, Kota Division, Kota. 

, I 
Sr. Divisio~al 

. . : . I 
Kota D1V1Slon, 

I 
I 

Engineer· (E), Western Railway, 

Kota. 

·Assistant Engineer, Gangapur City, Western 

. Railway, K~ta Division, Gangapur City (Raj.) 
I 
I 
f 
I 

I 
•••• Responden~s 

M S D Sh Cbunse~ f th 1' t r. • • arma , · _ 
1 

or e app 1can • 
·, 

Mr. Manish Bhandarii Counsel for the respondents. . . !' 
CORAM I 

I 
Hon'ble ·Mr. S.K. Agarwal, Member (Judicial) 

' I . 
~ : Ron' ble Mr. N. P. rawani, M::ER(Administrativ.i) 

~. r . PER HON'BJ MR. S.K. AGARWAL, MEMBER (JlJDICIAL) 

<~· /' 
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_ The relief sought ··by jthe applicant· irt this OA i_s ·_to 
quash the order dated 14.11 •. 94 (Annexure A-1) and to direct 

·the respondents to treat th~ . applicq.nt. as .. regular Bailast 

Checker c~ ~uE!-~d and to ~ay the· _applic~nt the ·pay & 

allowances as adm:i,ssible _to a Guard \'l.e.f. 27.2.9Q. 

2. ·The :,.-learned . counsel · for- the applicant·. is only 
. . 

pressing th~ claim of the applicant for pay &- allowances as· 

admissible ·t,o.Gua;d w.e.f. 27\.2~90 in.vie"'!. ·of the promotion. 

order d<:'lted .2 .12. 99, · i~s1..1ed bk. ·o:RM·~· Kota: by yvhich ··applicant . . I ·. . . . . ·. 
has been promoted on_regular oasis. 

' . ' . . ,. . '\ 

(~., on ~he other hand, the learried ~Oimsel for the 

· respondents has argued that b_E)nefit ~f mileage -allowa!'}ce had 

already ·been gi ~en and --:paid to the applicant for the work 

c;l~n~ by the applic~nt on th~ Jest bf Guar'd •. fo~: -··.th~ period 
. ' 

his· services are utilised and .. no invent- rem~iins :due. to the 

applicant particUJ,arly· _ when the applicant himself was 
. ' 

satisfied with. the payment and the same has/ been se-ttled. 
/ 

'• / ' 

45· 4. . . we· have 
t:., r._ ~ . .. , 

given consider<ition to the rival. ,am~iou 
' ' 

~-'Coptention of both the parties . and also_· perused the whole 
. I , . 

', 

record. I 
I 

' ' 

5. . In ·vie~ of. the ·fact_,- \that ~ile~ge allc;>wances. has 

. already,_ been. pald·to the appllyant, nothlng remains payable 

. to the appl~cant as pay & . al\lowances . for , the period ; his 
. I . 

services wer~ ht,ilised as G_uarq and·, _therefore,. the present 

""pplicant haS no c.ase and this ~A bec~mes infrl!ctuous . 

6. We, tl;le:refore, di!;lmiss· this OA as having become 

- . i 
'(N.P. NAWANI) 

·MEMBER ( A) .· 

no 'ord~·r as to cost:::;. 

~ 
( S ~K ~ }\GARWAL) 

MEMBER- (J). 

·-


