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0.A:NO.1574/98 uith
HON’BLE SHRI

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

PRINCIPAL BE

R:. K.

NCH, NEW DELHI
OA 1576/98;

AHOOJA

New Delhi, this thebuffday of May; 1999

0:A. NO.1574

98

~

- gmt. Vishan Devi
W/o shri Madan Lal
R/0. House in Gali No.T

dwantatar

Nagar

Narela, -Delhi- -40

(By Advocate:

1. Govt.

shri M.L.

/éhd bA 4577/908
MEM ER A

Kasturi)

Versus

of NCT Delhi

through its Chief Secretary
Shamnath Marg, DeTh1

e —D1rectorate of Education - %
-~ through its Director .
OTd Secretariat Delh1

A.WNO.1576/98

A, " The Principal gt
: ' Sarvodaya Kanya VidvaTay
- Narela, De1h1 110 040

Shri Ashok Kumar

'S/o Sardar S1ngh -
‘R/o 1000, Gali No. 22
.Swantatar Nagar . :
NareTa, De1h1 110 040

By Advocate: S

hr1 M. L Kast

. Govt. of NCT Delhi
through. its chief Secretary
Shamnath Marg, Delhi '

L:é} o D1rectorate of Educat1on
-~ through its Ditector
0ld Secretar1at De1h1

‘ij

ve%sus,a

The Principal

- (By Advocate:

. 0.A. No.1577/98

. smt. Shanti Devi
. W/o shr Roshan

sarvodaya Kanya

Shri ngaylPand1ta

Lat s’

VidayaTaYA'Ndﬁ1
NareTa, Delhi 110 040 : 4‘f

'

....hesp

AppTTcént

'

1

5

g g

S e e

&

ndents’




+ e s o e e

[
Vi

]
i

PEDEN RN N

T e ey e

LTI e s e L e

2.

R/0 51A, Punjabi Co]ony'
Narela, Delhi 110 040

(By Advocate: Shri M.L. asturi)

Applicant

w

the'same, all

'(By Advocate:

versus

Govt. of NCT Delhi ‘ .
through its Chief Secretary :
Shamnath Matg, Delhi

Directorate of Education . ‘ } _
throuqh its Director S ,'5 . .
01d Secretarwat pelhi ) .

The Principal B _
sarvodaya Vidyalaya No. L - - B
Narela; De1h1 110 040 j,j;,‘ :...Respondehts

shri Vijay Pand1ta)

The facts and circumstang

common Order:

o

vWaterman/Peon/He1per
gr1evance is
serv1cee on the basis of 1n<t|uct1o
of NCT De1h1' that in terms of dlvistdn'of the

o;A.
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No. 2648/94 the
-;;? Class v emp1oyees out “of Peop1e Fund/
\'Ei other fund
for Tong per1ods
;:‘thhout,any

- poﬁjcy decision cannot have a retrospect1ve effect. |

- ¥
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\

the‘app11cants being part time workers paid out of;| Boys /PTA
Fund have no. '

Supreme Curt has

-n‘,', :

"3. The respondents in the1r rep1y/h ave st?ted

Had been working  as

3

o,  The applicants ~,\pi’a'rt:*—ti‘me

to be pa1d from PTA/Boys Fund ATheir

:

that the respondeﬁts have term1nated the1r NG

rece1ved from: the G0vt{

Tr%bhhéi 0 n-l"

Heads of Qchoolf

The app11cants subm1t t they had been working

h -

'when their service héve beén terminated

not1ce ' They a1so conte dedfthét any ohahge’.ih

l
!

'

r

e ks it i

ThET

that

right to ho1d any post

’ 4

a1ready decided
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4.  Shri M.L;' Kastuc1 1earned counse!l for the

app11rant wh11e aqueelnq that the Tr1buna1 Cénnot interfere

“in a policy decisian of the respondents; submitted that the

change in policy cannot be applied to those who.Were eﬁready',
i position and uho have how been renderedi{job1ese evéh'”
though respondents may sti]l_need their servicee. He pointed -
out that the applicants have‘been uorking for Tbng periods'at

Tow wagés, that they have no alternative source;of income and

- that in any case their claim is rot for‘regu1ériSation but

only for reinstatement. T :

5, While agreeing w1th the learned counsel that the
dec1s1on of the respondents appears to be harsh keep1ng 1n

‘view the 1ong service rendered by the app11can's :and- a1so

eny 'k1nd of

' ﬂemp1oyment 'neverthe1ess, ‘t fid that there 13 very 11tt1e

scope for 1nterference bv he‘TribUnal. The Hon b1e Supreme ' t

i

F

Court has held in Union or~T

Jur1sd10tion in “reSpect ?Bft%ft 8s being pa1d't

B

B i
‘ A

eg1menfa1 fund ma1nta1ned iﬁ the Armed’?orces

Boys

g ' EET
_und the PTA Fund and s1m11ar other fund ma1nta1hed from the‘

'

from the students a]so do not 11

of "Pub]ic Fund

v

the 1aw 1a1d down by the Abéi Courthdli.;f»
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6. - Even dtherwisé; no a1recti0h can be,giién:to the
respondents to appoint or 'réfain anyone 1h émpiqymént
contrary to their policy decisfon. There is no é]1egat{oﬁ
herg that the services of the apric%nts have been'disbensed
with by retaining theif juniors or by replacing them with

freshers and outsiders, It i5 up to the respondents tg

engage such casual labour as they need either on full time or

" part time basis and if there is no heed for such casual

‘1abpur, it is not open to the Tribunal to compel them to do
$0. Hence no direction of the nature sought for: by the
applicants herein could be considered. ‘ ' }
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7. .In thé result the OAs are dismissed, @8 dtﬁﬁéﬁ@i’ﬁtéi}ﬂ'&biﬂ' :




