CEN TRaL aMINI sTRATI vE TRIBUN aL P RINCIPAL BEN CH

Ol NO.1554/95 :
l
New Delhiz this the &~ day of pecenber, 1 99%

YON '3LE MR, 56 Re ADIGE, VICE cHal M aN (R) o
HoN 'BLE MRS, LAKSHMI SJaMIN ATHAN,MEMBER(D)

Rajendar Kumar,
5/0 shri Ne Se Shami,

working =s Librarian, Gr.III,
Hindi & Reaqional Languages Librery,
3ahauwalpur Housae

Neu ®lhi -11000{.

e... ppplicant.

{3y shri K.L.Bhan dul a)
\le rsus

1, Union of India

through
Sacratary to the Govte OF In4ia,
Ministry of Human Resources Jevelopmant,

artment of Cul ture),
shastri 3hau-n,
New Ddhio

2 The Director,
4indi & Regional Languages Libraiy,
Department of Culturs,

o v, of India,
Bahawalpur 'buse,
3haguwan Da<s Rbad,
Neu NDalhi,

3, The Secretary to the Sowvt. OF India,
Ministry of Personnel,
public Grisvances & Pension,
North Block,
New Delhi esssssRESpON dJaNt s,
(8y adwcates Sshri VSR Krishna)
O RDER

HON 'BLE MR ReANIG CHATL |

roplicant impugns respondents Mamo dated
24, 4,95 (Annexure=1) and sseks reaularcis~tion as
Libr=rian Gr.III from his initial Adate of =sprointmant

iees 8.12.83 instaad of 1.12,94 gith cr:="ﬂ‘3uqntir.,1

benefits.
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- 2, Adnittedly -pplicant w3 ~ppointed in

respon dents’ Organi-=ntion 23 Librorian Gr.ill on

adhoc heeis vide letier gated 30,11.83 (anexura=Ai

to reply) which he ac~apted on 8,12.83(snexure=3).

He and othors Filed 04 No.B15/89 2nd No.1005/8%9

".fall,‘bt " £

nd eaeK regul.crisation,uhich were disposedo

on mnrits after hearing by order datad 16, 3% 94
to

(mnexure=TV)uith 2 4i raction to respondents

consi-dar their ca-es for reqularisation sympathaticasly

acco rdingly their cases were con sidered sympatheti cally

and after relaxing the nomal rules of reacrui tmant

ission snd age limits, i

through staff 5al ection Comm
1.12. 94, %

applicant and othars were regul-rised WeBelo

ppplicant now cepks menularisation with effact From

the date of his original appointment on = thoc b=asis g
on 1.12,94. h
3¢ Heard hoth sidase

4, at the outset it is noticed that this praysr

coul d well hauve been made in OA No.815/89 =nd
W No.1005/89% tself and is therefore barred by Res
judicata. That =part, applicant's ap pintment
vide letter dAated 30.11,83 wns on -~ thoe h=sie and
not mada ~wording to rules, and is therefore ~-qu~raly
hit hy the oomlla;;‘\pmposition'n'in the 0Ofirect
qmcruits! c-=e 3T 1990 (2) sC 264 It cannot be
«aid to be saved by Proposition '3fof the o rect
Recruits!' ca~e (Supra) bacause applicant's services
ware nal=so not requl=risad in ~ccordance with the rules

hut by relaxing the same, Undar thn i poumstan cas,

the Hon'ble Swprome Court's ruling in S.P.Oovel & CDeo.

Use Chief %ecreet=py , Govt. of W & Ors.,1984(2) =L= 588

i
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ralied won by shri Bhandula which is much a=rlier

in point of time than the ruling in the Jdirect Recruit

crse (s ra)’and is also distinguishable on Ffacts

j8s not ~v2il the spplicant.
Se The On is Aismisseds No mos5ise
<
Wé///, //’l‘
( s.

( M35, LAKSHMI SyaMINaTHAN)
mema3=r(3) AceE cH \Iqu(’-\,.
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