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central AGniN 1 strati vc tribikal principal bench

1) O.A No.2496/97

Nsu Oslhij this the n r day of /^ril»1999«<

HDN'BLE BRrS.R. AOIGE IflCE CHaIHIaN (a)

mN'SLEBRS, LaKSHPII SUflBINATHflN , «0nBER(J)

1* Shri Subhaeh Chandar»
S^o Sh ri Si ta Rg«i, _
Vo 1123, Rmi Bagh,
Oiahi -034,

2* Shri Ani Buasr,
S^o Sh. S.N,ni8hra,
ffo 269/10, ftly.Qilony,
Rani Bagh,
Oelhi-034.

m

3c Shri Rsr) Kishan,
S/o Sh, R, 0, Shukl a,
Ifo E-2l8,Gali fio/6,
Ubat Kara\/al Nagar,

(Kpllcent..

Ifersua

1. Qovt. of NCTof Dalhi,
through its Chief Secretary,
5, shan Nath Barg,
Delhi .QS4 ,

2. The Director General,
\ Home Guards),
Cn Qimplex, Raja Gardtfi,
Neu Delhi •027.

3. The Oommissioner of Police,
Delhi Police Headquarters,
X«P. Estate,

6  Neu OalM 0D2 ftespondcte,
i

2)0. A.No.234fl/9fl

1« Shri ^mpgl Singh,
yo Shri Raja Ran,
Rro D*564, 3ahangi xpuri,

Delhi-33.

2« Birender Kumar Singh,
yo Shri Auedh Narain Singh,
fro B*16, Keual Park, Aza4)ur,
Delhi .33.

3», Sh ri Ulra al Kun a r,
yo Shri Indu Shekhar,
^0 E*22 9, D,3,Q}lony, Suraj Park,
Samaypur Badli, j r w,
Delhi-42.

4. Shri nithu Lai,
S/o Sh. Oabu Ren,
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R/o E-1017, Dahangiipuri , Oalhl -33,

5« Sh* R0n Prskashy
S/o ^.Bhaguan Singh,
Rro k»1266, Sahangiipuil,
O0lhi-33,

6. Shrl Satish Kumar,
S^o Sh, Tejpal Singh,
f^o 198/17-A, Gali No. 2,
Sh il Raffi N ag s r,
Shahda ra,
Oalhi -32 ^ It ^

• •••••• Appiicants*

Vj^aus

1. Q9vt.NCT of Delhi,
through

OJiaf Secretaxy,
5, Sham Nath naig,
Del hi-054.

2» (X G. Horn B Gua rds,
CTI Oompl BXf
Raja Gardtfi,
N eu Del hi -0 27

Re^ond^ta.

By AduDoatet

Shri 3.C.f1adan for applicants.

Shri Rajonder Pandit«f fOr re^ondtftts^

0 ROCff

ICR'BLE P|R,g^ ^OlQg-, l/jPP CHaHW

These two OAs in wl ve common questions of
lau and fact and ar. balng dl^osad of by this coanon
o rder.

2. In Oft.No.249^/97 fUad on 14.10.97 appllcwta
who are all Hsaa Guards iapugn raqjond^ita' order

"Ifter"*^^*®^ («nneaure.4l of that OA)disoha,glng the,^having bean engaged a. Home Guards on continuous
bnsls for 18-20 years (^.nexUre-AS of that 0,).
Slnilady in 0a.No.2348/98 filed on 27.11.98, applicant
mpugn notices dated 2.11.a «,d 1S.11. 98 (..nexure-.l
(»lly Of that 0 4) threatening to dlschaige the, after

"'"ing pean „geged a, ^
^  on continuous bnsis
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fbr 7-12 years#'

^ havs heard both si dee#

♦. m» w«ry bench in Oa.No.773/98 Sai.y sinah
i Ore. Vs. to yt. of NCTcf Delhi t Ore. decided e.
recently ee 5.4,99^had diaDlsssd a eieilot dale
by Hooa Guards for reengageewVregulsilostlon^
efler noticing the Delhi High (burt orderli<i«ted
6.1.99 in cnp N0.44-45/S9 dismleeing the challenge
to the Tribunal's order dated 18.12.98 in da No.Zss/9B
Deye Nidhi Vs. to ut, of NCT of Delhi 4 connected case,
that Itaoe Guards could not dais, reengages en t or

"gulariaation after their initial 3 year period of
shgagtmint was o \mr«

In tha result neither Oas warrent judidLsl
Interfersnce/ airing hearing epplicsnte'counsd has
pro(*ieed a copy of the Delhi High Oourt's order
dated 19..11|a C.U.P.M0.S96S/98 against sn
interlocutor, order dated 18.9.» pass.d by the ,rib..i
« ich refers to the stetcent nade by rerpond^its'
counsel that th^ have a poU^ the natter. No
»och pollq, dedsion of rsipondaite was d,o^ to „s !
-ring bearing, end the rdevence of that policy dedsion

ony, to the facts «nd circu.atenc.s of the preset
coee^to advance the caee of .ppllc^S, in the tuo O.s
"efbr. ue.uas deo not estebllshed.'
6- Kthout prejudice to eppUc^te' liberty to
r#.res.nt to re^ondi«ts n,r amsideretion of their csse
to ecoirdenc. dth th..,for^entionpd policy decision,

ny. these tuo 04s are dieelssedj No coats.

.  "••• . " " "• Plncsd on Of tb,
i ibi. OfffS, LaKsWI SUAWlM^TH^g'"^ .

WCMBer (3) * ^•R.aOIGE'^
/og/ CHAlfWflN(^j


