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IN TRF. CENT:R.At AD~HNISTRATIVE TRJ:BUNA.L, JA1PUR. BF.NCH, JATPTTR. 

n'A.T"P Q"~<' ORD"RR : 
/ 

-. 
07.\. No. 603/?.ncn' 

. Gor~han Singh, son of Shri Gyana. Ra~ ?Y daste Koli' ag·eo about 

45 years. Residen.t of Gujar Dharti Nagar,. Ajmer. Pres
1
ently 

working . as Safa-iwala ' in _the office of · the_ :-:taih1ay l'~;:d 1 

Service, A.jm.er 1 J I' Dn. A.jmer. 

• .•• A.pplicant. 

1. . .Uniori of India _through the Secretary to the 

Government of "India, Department of Posts, Dak- Bhmqan, _Sansan 

1'-1arg, New Delhi . 

?.. Chief Post 1'1aster General,· Rajasthan Circle, Jctipur. 

3. Postmaster G~neral, Southern Region,, A.jmer • 

.11.. super;intenn~;nt, Railw·ay· ~1ail service, Ajmer. 

5. Head ·Record Officer, Rai•lway Hail -~ervice, 1 LT 1
, Dn. 

A.jmer. 

. ' . . •.• R~spon<"lents •. 

/ 

~1r. P.N.· Jatti, Counsel for. the applicant. 
'\ 

._ 1'-1r. N.C. Goyal, Counsel -for the responc'lents. 

CORAJI1 1 

Bon 1 ble Hr. s . K -. Agarwal, 1'1emher (Judicial) . 
,• . \ 

. Ron 1_ble Hr. H .0. Gupta, ~ITember (Ac'lm:lnistrative) , 

ORDF.R 

PRR HON'BLE MR. S.K. AGARWALI MF.MBF.R (JUDICIAL) 

/ 

. 1n this OA. filed U./s 1 a of - the . , A.cministrative 

Tribunal 1 s 1\ct,·' a.pplicant m-'3.1-::es-· a prctyer to quash a.nci set 

'· 

., 



,, 

\ 

·-

J '· 

-"l.-

aside the order at :zmnex"Qr~. A/1 and to direct the respondeRts . 
1 

t9 regulari.se the services of the1 applicant on the post of 
. / ' 

Safaiwala -(Group 1 n 1 
) as & '\\Then vacancy is made available.' 

/.. ' ·The fa.cts of ·the case, as stateCI by the applicant, 
\ . ' 

are that applicant after spons0ri~g his nam~ from·P.mployment 

ExGhange vras selected as an unapproved candidate - ( G~oup 1 b 1 
) 

/ ~ . . 

at Ajmer vine,oroer O.ci.ted ?.0.8.1087 arto temporary status'was 

conferred on. him vide order dated 17:.6.109.2.· It is stated 

that Department has started a Schem~ ·to regularise such 

workers vi.de'. order dated. 1:5.. 4 .1991 I circulated by~ Department 
. \ : . . -

of Post,s .' It is ·further stated that applicimt is g.i ven 

·regular-scale of ·pay w.e.f. 17.6~199?. and he'i~ getting all 
. ~ . ' .,. 

-the. facilities which iS.. available .to a Group 1 D 1 -employee of· 
/ . . . r . . . 

. Central Government but he has not been regulari.sed so far~ Tt 

is stated that .. an OA No. ?.51/99 was .deciCied .. on 5.11. 0 .Cl vide . . ' 
' ' . . I .. 

which this '!'ribunal· -had held that whenever vac~ncy occurred ,_ 

the services of ~he ,applicarit be regularised~ It i~ stateO. 

that case of thi-s applicant is ideri_ti~al to the decision' in · 

OJ;\. No_. ?.Sl/99. Therefor_e, ·applica~t is also entitled to be 

'regularised on the · post of Safahtala' (Group 1 D 1 
) hut 

reSpOndent IS department (WantS tO br:ing this Orc'ler ineffect 

by issuing its OJ:der dated, 3l.ln. :?.nrn. The~efore, -applicant 

. filed this OA. for the _relief, as above .. 

.- \ 

3. was filec'l. It, is admitted- in the reply . that 

applicant was engaged as- an unapproved.· candidate ·in. HRO, - ' ' ' 
Ajmer' vid.e order ·dated :?.9 .8.1987 and temporary status was 

conferred on ·him vide order dated 17. 6. 9:?.. Tt · i's further 
' ' . 

. stated that since then applicant is cc:mtinuing as temporary 
\ \. 

status hikder Hailman ·in HRO Ajmer. It is also stated that 

work of . Safai:wal·a is to be given . on don tract . basis and 

tenders 'for :sweeping :work were invited v~id_§'! 'letter . dated 

31.10 ·• /.001 but applicant filed above OA before this Tribunal 
' 

· cha]_leriging the action of the · SRH, Ajmer -·for- work of 

Safai'wala to be given 6n contract basis and stay oroer was 

iss~ed by this Tribunal_. It is stated that wor~ of. pafaiwala 

_is to be given on .contract· basis by the department on account 

' \ 
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of economic measures arrd there ,is no intention of the 

o,epartment to remove the applicant from service. it is stateo: 

that applicant is not enti tleo .. to r~gularisation on the post 

of· Safaiwala· as he has no claim for 'regularisation on the 

selected . post. ·Hence applicant has no -· .case for 

regularisati.on. 

\ 

.i-

4. Heard the learned counsel f-or the· parties and ·also 

perused· the whole record: 

5. The learned Gounsel for· the applicant during the' 

course of q_rguments has vehe{nently urgecll~hat the:~ase of the 

applicant is squarely- ·covered by the decision in OA No. . . 
/.51/99 de·cfded on 5.11.99~ The·refore 1 learned counsel for the , 

applicant submits that this OA may be\disposeo of as'per the 

decision given in the aforesaid- o:n..~ We have the heard the­

learned counsel for the resp~ndents also· and peruseo. the 

order passed in ()A No. /.51/99 decid~d on 5.\1.99. Looking to 

the facts & circumstances of this case 1 · the case of this 

applicant· is, sq~arely - covere§ . by the. deci~?ion in O.A No. 

251/99 decided.-on 5~11.9Q. 

' , 6. We 1 therefore 1 cUspos~ of thip OA. with the direction 
/ 

to the respondents to consider .the appl~cant for regul9-r 
' . 

·appointment in Group 'D' post as & when . va~anyy is made 

available. Till that time 1 the applicant · sha],l not be . 

disepgaged provided that work is available. r-n no case 1 the 

~p~licant'w~ll ~t-be disengaged without following the proper 

·procedure of lavv. 

7. No order as to·costs. 
i 
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(H.O. GUPTA) 

MEMBBR (A) 
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' .( s. K. AGAm-17\L) 

HEJI'LBF.R ( J ) . 
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