
Central inis trative Tribun al
i^incij-al Bendi

C» A»No•686/95

New^elhl, this the 25th day of Q:t. ,1995

Hjn'ble 3iri A» V,H ̂ rid asan , Vi ce-Chai iinan( J)
Hon'ble 3iri K.Wuthukuoiar, Ivlember ^ ,4

3hri 3,K.. fbri s/o 3i. R, D.^-uri
aged 41 years.

2. Shri Hans r.jj s/e 3h. Partnanand,
aged years.

Shrim.ati Vijay Lakshmi Jain n/o
ohri .Anil' K.Jain, aged about 43^ yrs.

4. 3h. ^.K.Man chand a s/c Sh. 3. ch and a
aged about 42i years.

C .All are employed gs -Itenograi-hers Sr.III
^in the office of .Aiditiongl director of
C,J. H.3, New id el hi and are residents of
Jelhi except Hans Raj v«ho is resident
of Gurg a -nj ^Ppl loan ts

( %■ Mvoc^te 3hrl Cant Lai)

Versus

1. Union of India through
The Gecret jry,
Llinistry of Health and F. N,
iUeptt. of H calth)
Niiman 3h a.v an,N ev/ el hi-HO Oil,

2, The director Goieral of H ei th Jervicesf 03H3)
Niiman Bhawan, NewUelhL- HO Oil.

3. The director,
G^tral Govt. Health Scheme,
N xnn an Eh a wan,
New UelhL- HO Oil,

4, TJae Additional director,
Central Govt. Health Scheme (H^jrs,),
Nirman 3haw-n,New OelhL-Ho Oil, Re s pond en ts

(By Advocate 3hri M.K.Juptg)

0 R G E R ( ■■-ti

—y Gn^ri. ^ V, H a^i^aS.sn , ce- Qr^irm4,ni.J

The 4-Hxcan ts in this 0, have s ought the foHc v^rina
relief:-

i) To restrain the res^■o^dents fron reverting the
ap^lic.nts from the ^ost of Stenogi aphers Gr \n

v^ich they have h.®en working for more than
J



iii)

7 years contrnucusly.

T o direct the tespondents to treat the ai-^oinfenent
of the applicants to the ^^osts of 3tenogiaidier 3r.IIJ
C,G.H.3. iJkelhi as regular '//ith consequential benefits,

Tc av/ard the costs of this application.

To grant such other reliefs as this Hon'ble Tribunal
deem fit in the facts and circumstances of this case.

ihen the case ca:nG up for hearing today, the cjounsel

for the respondents filed an affidavit attarfching a co^y of

the Order dated 29,9.1995 ̂ 28th Septenber, 1995) eb^ the

applicants No. 2 to 4 have becjn airt-ointed as it enogra. her

Gr.Ul on a regular basis w. e, f, the fol].ov/ing datesj-

H ans Aaj, arrl'icant No, 2 77, e,f.
3b t, Vi j ay Lakshmi Jainy applicant no. 3 ,7. e. ?,9,B7
3i. i.K,M3nch3n Ja, apr'licant No, 4 <77. e. f .12,11,1986

Regarding applicant no, 1, it has been stated in

paragraph 3 cjf tthe affidavit that it has been decided that

the services of the first atplic5int will continue as ad-hoc

Gtenographer 3r.-lII and it has been further decided to..

treat his date of appointment on continuous basis w.e.fp

9.9.1987 on accrual of a vacancy in the general cat^ory.

Fr cm tdne affidavit an-d also from the order ai-pended thereto

we are satisfied that the respondents have granted the relief

prayed for to the applicants. Taking note of tine undertaking
view

given by the fourth respondents in the affidavit and in/of the
u  '

order dated 28.9.1995, the .application is closed, .vith the

direction to respondents to carry out their undertaking

in r-cs^ect of the a^i-lic/it No, 1, There is no order aS to

costs. - \

t K .iviu th uk rm ar)
MemberC A)

(  .A, V, H ar id as afTj"
"71 cc?-Chairman( J)


