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IN 'IHE CEN'IRA~. ADMINISTRATI 'TRIBUNAL I JAIPLlR BENCH I JAIPUR 

OA No. 57/96 i 
I 
I 

Date of order:21.02.,2001 

Aslam Khan s/o Shri ChHta~ Khan, aged about 3--1- years, R/o 

r 
PurohH nagar, Kct a Jn. , at prTf'.ent e>mpJ oyed on t h'e post of Dri ve>r 

in the Office of Dy. Chie>f siJirnal & Tele>colT'IT1unication EnginE'E'r (C) I 

Kota , V..'eet er Ra i 1 way. / 

Applicant 

.I Versus 

1. 
. I . 

Unioh of India through/the-General Manager, Weste-rn RaHway, 

I 
I 

1-

Churchgate, Mumbai. 

'- 2. 

-y~-"'"" 
Se-njor Divisjona1 Signrl and Te-lecommunicati_on Engineer (E),, 

, \ . I -, . I 
Weete>rn Railway, Kota ~ivision. 

3. Dy .' Chief Signal & I Telecommunication Engineer, Western 

Ra i 1 -v.ray , Kota • /. 
I 

Mr. C .B.Sharma, Proxy 

i. 

I counqe>l 

Respondents 

to Mr. J .K.Kaushik, counseJ for the 

I 
I 

appJ icant 

!VIr. Anuparo Agarwal , Prexy ;counsel to Mr. Manieh Bhandari, coune~l 

-" for re>spondent e • I 
I 
I 

CORAM: 
! 

I 
Hon'ble Mr. Ju$tic~ B.S.Rajkote, Vice Chairman 

Hon'bJe Mro 
I -

N.P.Nawani, Administrative Member 
I -

Order 

Per ·Hon'ble Mr. Jbetice B.S.Raikote, Vice Chairman 

I 
I 

This OA is fiJed fd· a direction to the resnondent~ tc delete I . ~ 

the name of the appl ka1t from the impugned order dated 18.12.9S 

I 
vide Ann.Al with furtrer direction to absorb/regularise the 

I. 

applicant on the pest 
I 

I 
or-Driver and allow all other consequential 

I 
I 

bt?neffts. 
.I 

I 

I 

2. This ·metter we ·heard 
I 

on earli'er occaeion havina found 
I 
' 

/ 



) 

2 

conflicting opinion bet- een the judgroent of this Bench and the• 
-

Jodhpur Bench, we· had referred the matter: · to _ Jhe ·Full Bench. . . I -
•. I • 

Thereafter, the Full B~~· ch has de<?lared 'the' law holding that a 

per son direct 1 y engaged in Group 'C ' post ( Proroot i om31 post ) on 
I 

casual ·basis and has ~en ·subsequently granted temporary status 
I I 

would not be entitled tq be regularised on Group "C', pos_t directly 

·but he would be iiable/ ~o· be.-regularis.ed in the feeder cadre in 
I . 
I , - . 

~roup '.b' post only. Thje Ful.l Bench f~rther observed that his pay 

which he drew· in 

protected.· 

I 

Group/ 
I 
I 

I 
I 

. I. 

'C' post would, however, be 1 iable ·to be 

• I 

3. In view of this lrw declared by the Full Bench, the prayer of 

the applicant that hi~. naro~ way be· deleted from Ann.Al dated 
. I , . 

18.12 .. 95 cannot' be <lJranted·~ 'Ihe applicant has been rightly 
I(~ . 

regularised in Group ~~· . post I since he was not ent:i tled to be 
I 

regularised on Group IC' post on which he was engagt?d on casual 
! 

basis and subsequently J conferred. temporary status. It is IlBd~ clear 

that- ~i~ view of. th_e taw oeclar:ed by the· Fu}J Bench, his pay in 

Gtoup 'C I is liable to'i be protected. Accordingly WE' dispose of this 

OA as under:-
I 

I 

I 
I 

Application is loismissed. However, the applicant's PflY. in 
I 

Group'.C' pos.t ·is) liable to be protected. 
• . I • 

1 CVI\;.,. 
~ 

(N.P.NAWANI) 

Adro. Member . 

I 
! 

I' 

! 

I I 

I 
·I 

,.. a,l 

t . q\ ' 
(B.S.Rl\~_TE) 

Vice S::hairroan 


