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this  comman ordar T will decids Two Qi

Eh
:
baaring Mo, 43 %75 of 2007 which  have raisad :
i

Ceammon auestion of Jaw o Tacts. .
44

Z. The aoplicant in O Moy FA0ST007 inpugns TR ‘
ordar of relisving him from af the Salasman. ;

Rewairl

MG PH & HP (1) Sub &raa aolden  Loin Cantaen .

4 arbitrarily on account of his completing 58 wears of age.

‘ Tha raeaspondants had 1ssusd a lettar/ order dated

26 . 17.7001 by which extensiaon To the services of thes.

pebitionar nad bheen deniad. which allsgedly actually

amounts o oompulsary retirement: of the applicant without:

atfording any npportunity or facing any inquiry. Thus

the order dated 29.1%2.2001 1s stated to be contrary Ta

-t
]

tha Hon’bles Suprame Dourt.  Same

tha law as hald by

.

also  The case of applicant in Qa Mo, RIHSZ002 who 818

hY

jupuans  the arder of relisving nim from the service of

b

fhe Salesman From Ths sSams caniesn jesuad in  The sams

maniner .

a brisf ars that tha applicant In f

o

AL Tha

N BE0S7007 had joinsd the military services as a LRy
R - A S BT § wharatieom he retlirec 1 URL198T . af tar

his  retiraement the applicant was givan an appaintment in

e Ln it Run Cantaesn govarngd Dy tha Ministry of Dafancs

which he doinsd on 27101988, Theouah

as &  Salasman

A% g9 oavs but his aervioes wWars

initial appointment wWas for &%

montinuad  and  last such sanchian wWas Qi wide ordsr

s &L 7001 whan The applicant was arantead extEns 1 nn
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af  service for a period of one vear w.e.f. 23.7.2001 to
10.2.200%. The applicant further made an application for

is service. Howsver, bsyvond

i

extention of i the ags of 58

vaars, the samg  was denied ana  tThe applicant  was
raelisved.

4. Whereas applicant Tn 0a 335/72007 had Jjoined

the military services as Gunner 21.5.63 and retired on

%1.5.1991 and thersafter ioined the Ministry of Defenocs

as Salassman on 29.5.93 and continued to work 111 he

attained  the age of 58 vears and vide order dated .

15.12.2001 he was also denied extensian and relieved from

servica.

&. o 1t is further stated that the Hon'ble Suprame

'pbufﬁi in the case of Mohd. -Aslam has held that the
:;éﬁpidyees of tha Unit Run Canteen are to be considered as

"I Government Emplovees and court had given further six

__months time to the respondsnts to frams separate rules

“adopt. fundamental rules.

&5 Tt -is further stated that in some of the cases
~a#h@;ﬁrespmndents have .. given  extention upt 60 wvears

particulary to Ram Das Shakib and LUt Col. Suriit

Singh, Thus the applicants alse claim that they are

entitlad to serve tha cante=an unto 40 v2ars.

The respondents are contesting the 04 Thes
submitted that this court has no territorial

I+ is Tfurther stated that no cause of

s ooulrt has  no

n
B

action has arisen at all at Delhi o thi

Jurisdiction.

It " 1s further submitted that as per agrasmnent

o

of service bestween the parties the applicants could nob

have filed a petition without giving 2 .months notice for

the services of the emplovees of ‘Unit Run Cantens o
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Tistening to their grievances.

G : 1+ 1is further stated that applicants . were

/v appointad on salesman/fAccountant an contractual basis for

a perind of 2 years and aTter thath,beriod' when the

applicants requested for extension on ?3;?v2001’[0é Nre .,

36@}?00?]ﬁ15v12u2001 (0B No. 335/2002) for a period upto

10.7.2007 (D& No. 360/2002)/14.1.2002 (0A NG. 335/200% )

an the same terms and conditions, the applicants fully

1.

knew wall that their services were contractual and far

o s specifised perioﬁ;ﬁﬁh¥' .lexxenged.frqm_time to time.

0 Their last appdintment was upto 10“2;?

a condition that this contract would at

100 It is further submitted th

'condifioné of safvi¢éﬁcan;be,¢ontinué

of 53:year$i$6339§i§ééhtg Caﬁqqtﬂdféim

'a§e ibf &0 ﬂféé?é §sﬁa métféf:bffgig,

‘ ‘vimiatioh'mf'any‘righé;'agél]eéed 5r

| / S :“.-; ‘Tfii&ﬁ?fUrfher_staté§ £ﬁéf

Supreme Gourt has héld that the statis

“ serving in ﬂUnit,Run}Canteens4tQ'b§'

& Sservant, but  that byfjtself.ipso~facﬁs wQQI&inot‘ént1f1é '

tham to get all tha service banafits as is available to
the regular  Government servants “or even | their
counter-parts serving in the CSD canteens and it would be

open  for the emplaovers to frame'sepahate conditions of

ervice of the emploveas or fto adopt the fundamantal

132 [ hawve heard tha learnd ocounsel for ths
gone through the records of the case.

1%, as - regards the case of  Mohd. . Aslam L is

concerned, undoutedly the emplovees were held  to be

- Governmant emnployvees but  Their serﬁi’ﬁ"cﬁnditionﬁ"

2002/14.1.2002 with

>0
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_.rules are vet to be formulated. A plicant in 0A 340/2007
? b .
was mads to retire on 29.12.2001 and applicant In 3

EB5/2007  was  mads TO retire on  15.1.2002 respectively

whereas upto 27.9.2007 specific terms and conditions have

not been Trmasd particularly with recard to the extension
of retirement age upho &0 vears. Ewvan on 29.8.200%

raspodants wers given 2 nonths tims for framing the rulss

{e]

whereas rhw appllcanfs had held r@flrnd under the terms/

29.12.72001 (O& %60/?00 ] The applicants have refered o

not to terminate the serwices of Unit Run~ Cantesn

Employees bUtf$ihCé tha.applicaﬁt$fhaq-alreaqy.fetiréd.so'

they .ceassd to- be emplovee of Uﬁ

tﬁé?i

the rules Etc_< wers fram@d nr evpn’apforp

dated 27. 9.?0?V ®aévf'

;rlahfly mad@ to FPT]PP under The nid pr0v1%10ns-

OAs are arhor01nglv 01%m1¢%@d~ :N."‘

ex1sti%§> nules'gas on 15.1.20027  (0A 33;;?002} and_

8 a lattar dated~27u?-2002 whereiq7canteen$Awer directed

14- E in v19w of fh@ RbOVF nofhlnq %urv1vga 1n' the

. 'Uﬁa and ths Qamp dneg nof Pall for any: 1ntereference;
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