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I N THE HI GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE FOR 
RAJASTHAN

BENCH AT JAI PUR.

O R D E R

S. B.  CI VI L WRI T PETI TI ON NO. 3307/ 2003.

Ramj i  Lal  

vs.  

St at e of  Raj ast han & Anr .

Dat e of  or der  :                   Febr uar y 27,  2009.

      HON' BLE MR. JUSTI CE MOHAMMAD RAFI Q

Shr i  K. C.  Shar ma f or  t he pet i t i oner .

Shr i  Zaki r  Hussai n,  Addi t i onal  Gover nment

Counsel  f or  t he r espondent s.

* * * * * *
BY THE COURT: -  

Thi s  wr i t  pet i t i on  has  been  f i l ed  by  t he

pet i t i oner  Ramj i l al  who  i s  wor ki ng  as  Cook  i n  t he

Gover nment  Host el  Tonk  of  r espondent - Soci al  Wel f ar e

Depar t ment  Tonk,  r espondent  No. 2.  The  pet i t i oner  was

appoi nt ed as  such on 1/ 7/ 1987 and he i s  c l ai mi ng hi s

r egul ar i zat i on on t he sai d post  w. e. f .  15/ 8/ 1996.  The

gr i evance  of  t he  pet i t i oner  i s  t hat  r espondent s  ar e

not  r egul ar i z i ng  hi s  ser vi ces  as  a  Cook  w. e. f .

15/ 8/ 1996 when Scheme was l aunched.  

Shr i  K. C.  Shar ma,  l ear ned  counsel  f or  t he

pet i t i oner  has r el i ed on t he j udgment  of  Supr eme Cour t

dat ed  29/ 3/ 1996.  By  t he  sai d  j udgment ,  Supr eme Cour t

appr oved  t he  scheme  f or  r egul ar i zat i on  of  par t  t i me
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empl oyee  of  t he  Soci al  Wel f ar e  Depar t ment ,  accor di ng

t o  whi ch  t he  empl oyees  who  wer e  wor ki ng  wi t h  t he

r espondent s on May,  1995 woul d be pr ovi ded r egul ar  pay

scal e  and  wi l l  be  r egul ar i zed  on  1/ 4/ 1998  i n  second

phase.  The case of  t he pet i t i oner  woul d be cover ed i n

t he sai d phase because he was wor ki ng on May,  1995 and

compl et ed t wo year s ser vi ce.  

The  r espondent s  cont est ed  t he  cl ai m of  t he

pet i t i oner .  Shr i  Zaki r  Hussai n,  l ear ned  Addi t i onal

Gover nment  Counsel  coul d  not  r ebut  t he  c l ai m of  t he

pet i t i oner .

Per usal  of  t he  or der  of  Supr eme Cour t  woul d

show t hat  t he case of  t he pet i t i oner  i s  cover ed even

i n  t he  f i r st  phase  because  case  of  such  par t  t i me

empl oyees  who  wer e  wor ki ng  on  May,  1995  wer e  hel d

ent i t l ed  t o  r egul ar  pay  scal e  and  r egul ar i zat i on  on

1st  Apr i l ,  1998.  Cont ent i on  t hat  name  of  t he

pet i t i oner  was  not  i ncl uded  i n  t he  l i s t  submi t t ed

bef or e t he Supr eme Cour t  cannot  be accept ed because at

t he  r el evant  poi nt  of  t i me  when  t he  j udgment  was

passed  by  Supr eme  Cour t  on  29t h Mar ch,  1996,  even

t hough t he pet i t i oner  was i n empl oyment ,  despi t e t hi s,

hi s name was not  i l l egal l y sent .  Hence,  i n v i ew of  t he

j udgment  of  Supr eme Cour t  dat ed 29/ 3/ 1996,  he woul d be

ent i t l ed t o r egul ar  pay  scal e and r egul ar i zat i on wi t h

consequent i al  benef i t s.  
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The  wr i t  pet i t i on  i s  al l owed  t o  t he  ext ent

of  benef i t  of  r egul ar  pay  scal e  and  r egul ar i zat i on

wi t h ef f ect  f r om 1st  Apr i l ,  1998 t o t he pet i t i oner  i n

t er ms of  t he Supr eme Cour t  obser vat i ons.

Compl i ance  of  t he  j udgment  be  made  wi t hi n

t hr ee  mont hs  f r om t he  dat e  copy  of  t hi s  j udgment  i s

pr oduced bef or e t he r espondent s.  

                     ( MOHAMMAD RAFI Q) ,  J .

ani l


