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CENTRAL ADMINISTR&"\TIVE TRIBUN{\L~ JAI.RJR BENCH, , JAJ.Pu"R 

~A 523/2000 t' ' ' 

Prabhu :oayal verm:i. son 0£ Shri D3.l cband verJ:n3, aged about 
54 years, re'sident of 7478, Baidwara _Rewari at present employed 
<!>n the post of Station Mister at Kathuwas Railway Station,,. 
District Alwar,, Western Railway~} · 

. -.... Applicant • 

• versus· / . ., 

union of Illdia through General M;lnager8 
west~rn R.a~l'tiS.y, Churchgate,, Muni:>ai'~ 

Divisio_nal Railway M3.nager,, Western Railway. 
Jaipur Division, Jaipur;, / 

, \ 

senior Divisional Operating M;i.nager .. ~ - ~ 
western ~ail way~ Jaipur Divisi?n• Jaipur~) 

Mr.-: c.B• sharln3., counsel for the applicant.:, 
Mr.-, ReGo' Gupta~ counsel for the respondents. 

, / 

COP.AM 

-
Hon'ble Mr'~" S.K;:J Agarwal,, Meniber (Judicial) 
Hon 'ble Mr. S.A.:,T. Rizvi, M;rriber (Administrative), 

ORDER -

-

- '\, 

f?R H:IN 'BLE MR. S.A.Te RIZVI, MEM3ER (ADKrnlSTRATIVE) -

The .applicant,_ a . station master,, posted at, Kathuwas 
.... UJ'"o--- . 

Rail-y Station in 'District Al.war is aggrieved by-the non-

paymant of over-ti:ne · la,u~wance· for, the period from 3o:~~a;i9B. 

to, 10'~~10-~"ea and accordingly p:r:e.ys for a direction to the 

res,P=?,ndents to pay overtim3 a.llowance for the aforesaid pet'iod 
1· 

aiongwi;th; inte rest!i~/ _ 
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2~, ; · ·' ~e apJ?J..icant ~ubnftted his· cla~m ~ut ·the~e ha.:s)no,~ 

-resr;o~se. f:com the· ~~~;r,i~1snts~;, l;;'J.1}~,;;pontentian .raised is 'that 
, ,t,·1.,,.n l-·~··F·1•'.·(· • · ' 

, • • -", \- • ~: ' , i .-v ·o:. ... •,, . _,, ' • 

while I the respbnden.t\S have paid overtime allow_ance •,to him for 0

, 

' - • ).- 14,7, 'f9¥ . ; • I - ' 

the r>eriod .fmm:1~'i;~ to .29.8•19981 the sane ha·s been with-
\ ~ ,..... • - • I, • . ( . ...-. ' .. 

~.:.held in respect-.of ~e period .in q':lest.i!on, wieiout any ·_justi-fi~ .. 

· - cation'•)· 
''>-,•.J 

. ,,,.-:.-~ \ . ' : ... -

- The learned counsei appearing orf.~~behalf .of the resp6n-
. • -. r • ---, i • . .. Y:.J , • / . -

dents ~s" submitted that £mm 13tiaiib.~9a. the M~B.v. stat.ion·.,. 
• '!;.;:.' l,_;. •.·. • 

._where the· applicant wa:s J;Osted as _Station; ~stel:'. .Wa.s downgraded 
• ' . . I ' '- .-ti_ ' :; • • • • • ' - • • 

to· •n• cl~ss and. thereby w;'~.£~t that very date the tr?in ~· 
. . ., . . \,. . . 

o~erat,io~ ~rld.rig at the, s~id _·staticn ·totally:,'<::~a~ed: -In;re~ult. 
. . • . , I , . . 

the.· applica~t was generally selling tickets. to ·passengers up.to ' 
- ··- ' ·. v L:i..lk-- ....: ' ' , . , 

, 27~17~.1998. ~1h~ __ sto_c~. o; the ticke~s · tQo-Wa.s. shifted. to another 

station .on 2ef:}J~~l998 ~~- Howe~r ~ in the -circ~ta~ce~ • .. the over;. 
' 'I.; ' ' . • 

- time claim of -the applicant for. the .. period .uptO 29~V:~l998 has . ... - . . ,.,., . 

been ~id.- From that point. o;E ti.ne qnwards •. the applidant simply· 

·'_loo~e:~·~=- ·attend~nce ,of' class IV ,emJ;,lq~e~s and' arran~ed 

paymentsjdue ·~ them and 'di~ .~the~ sue~ wo~k~' '~.the circumstances 

tl)e·re was no Justification for eve~t!i.~ cla.i mj· ~~pif~.·~this. ,_ 
' - ' • • 1 

~sltion. the applic~n~ claiz,ned overtine in a_ wrongftil ~nner· 
~ . - - ·' ' '- . . ,. . 

enu. without any s~perior ,direction· or Q)IIpetent· _sanct~on and; 
r 

... t,hereby '03. used financial loSE;; to the GQvernnent. For' this lapse 
.• ' • I • ' "- • . • 

on his part. the a:pp:l~cant has , been ·cha~e-sheetea:; '!'he respon~. 
• ' • . f . o!l 

· dents• app~hensiori is :that. th~. appl,..icant . ha~ _file~ the present· 
"' I• - • , • 

OA.oniy --~--~~r to_ get oV'e:i: the ;~ble~ he·-~~ .~r~nfly faciiig 
.. ,' . ' 

by way of cllarge-sheet served on .. him for ~rongful, clai~o;E .over-
• , I \ • ' • , ' 1 • ~ , f / 

' " . - ). 

ti~ for the. period ~n question'~' 
' ' • : _i_;. . ' •' - ' ' ' - '1 

. ' . .. ' 

' - l ' 

We. have crinside~d. ~he plea~ings ·of "the ,partie~- a,nd £ind 
. - ' 

that/;baving rega~d .. to the, fac;t~ that, th~ rRai~way sh;ttioq in I \ -

qu~stion ~d been <bwB;~~~~e;: ·~s ~ry iittle . .;~%1< for tre 

stQ.t;i~n ·M=tster:,~t-is"not .in dispute~·we have also., peruse-a the 
; - /. .. ~)-- .. 

::C.el.~vant._· ;i::ule c:On,cerning payment 6£ ove~--whid:_ reads as 
• ,. ,;. I . 

' ~,, ' 
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' ''Overtime aildl.'.ra.nce is 1 an allowance paid to R~ilway 

servant £or actual time ·worked in excess. o.f th~ 
hours' of employntent prescrined by any 3-aw or -rule.'.· . 

. ·~e . ·:ceilway servants Hours of Enq;>loyment Regulations 
·, speci·fy the classe's of staff int-.o different aa,tego-. 
· ries with prescribed· duty hours and a .:rnster in. case 
. of workers who have perforire~ shift duties• · in 
respects of which Railway Administration i~ under 
obligation -to p3.y o~er-time allowance whe.ri such 
staff are called upo~ to, wons:· in exce·ss of the . ! -·· 

nurri!Jer of hours prescribed under the said Resulation;,' 
Tile staff ~mo h:>ld positions of supe;c-v~sion of 
l'Q3.na~ement o·r a:t"e engaged in a c:on~idential capacity 
a:r:e· not ent.:Ltled for overtime . a11owance.~,n (Emphasis 
·supplied) ,; 

(~ken fl.'t>m Railway. Establishment Rules & 
Labour Laws • . 199 5 7nd Ed.i:tion 1994 l?Y . 

, Mr •. K.P • Sha~ /1 '\page 223) 
' I , 

'!he· aforesa;td rule ·.cle'arly ,provides that Railways becorre 
.... '.' 

obliged to pa-y' over-tine .allowance only when s'taff. is. called 

,up::m to· work in excess of the prescribed nunib.er of hours• i~~e-~, . . . , . 

only in consequencJ a competent prior_ ·sanction:;i 

The respondents emphatically stated that the applicant 
. I 1. 

- I 

,was·never' called upon ~-do extxe work du~ing the period in 
. \ . 

question by any superior authority and. therefore~ there :ccould __; 
/ 

I • -. 

be no question of paying over-tine· allowance in the manner 
. / 

sought by th~ applicant. ~cidentall.y. the .applicant a1so has~ 
.. I , .. 

1 
\ ~ I 

we find •. ·no where stated. that oonpetent aut..1-iority had , 

1 · sancti:::iped overtime yiIOrkin.g :for 'the. period. in· questio~;~ Al~ . ." 

that h7 bas ~aid is that he lll3de certain_ correspondence in the 

natter with the hi-gher' authorities and in the absence of any . 
' - ' . -

~P~Y from them. he felt duty -boUnd to perform_bey6nd ·the 

pres'cribed hours. and that .;i.s ·why°,he claim. TPis plea canno.t be 

.accepted?. in tlie face of the afox:esaid .rule pos;ttion~ 
,. 

6•~ After a careful oonsid~:tation 'a£ the natter. the. facts 

and circumstances :re~aled in the 'pleadings of the parties and 

the rule p0sitiona we are incliriecl to conclude,, without any 
~\ . . . 

r 

hesitation,, that the present OA is wholly. devoid of merit and 

des~rves tO be dism.i.ssed'.dl .. I . . . 
\, / ./ 

·. . I fl'\ 
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7 .-. The present OA is accordingly dismissed·~, There shall 

be- no orcier as to oosts;;-:. 

P~?Ji~ 
· ( S oA "' 'l'. RIZVI ) 

MEM3ER (A) 
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