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CENTRAL AOniNlSTRATIUE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL

Neu Dal hi? this the day of AugustpaOOO;^

HDN«9LE PlR'i'^yRvADIGEjVICE CHAIRF1AN(A )|1

FDN'BLE nR'i^KULDIP SlNGHjHEPIBER (3)
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A jay Kuraaris
s/o Shri Dagdish Chandar,

R^ Hi^No.221,
WimiShallmar';'
Oalhi-52."
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Rajneash Kumar?'
S/o Shri Ouarka Natftrf?^
r/o H^Nof^SB^S?
Charkhsuala^- ,
Chauri, Bazai^
D8l hi-6
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3, Sajaav Salajaj
s/o Shri K'^CSSaluja'^'

R/o A5-B/46|:iB,
Banakpurij^ n.l

fe '-
Nso Dalhi-SB'i^ oV.'• 0 ol^plics^nts#' h'c

(By Adyocate: Shri Pl'?L^|Chaula uith
Shri S.L?Lakhanpaul )
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Onion of India
through
the Foreign Sacratary?'
Gowt?' of India^
Plinistry of ^^xtemal Affairs?'
South Block?"
New Del hi-11 'i'.i'o'#
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(By Advocates Shri N'^^^ehta) 1';;
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cum-typists through Employment Exchange'?' s^k grafit fl
fr

of tarmporary status in tenns o f DP & T»®s OPJa da tad S

7;^6^i88 and 10^9?|93S? |j

2. The afbrasaid OPIs are in raspact of graht ©f

temporary status to casual uorkars/labourers in £;

Group *0* category#' Posts of Clerks -cum-Typists aL-
K;:

ro

Group 'C* category?' and hence the afbresaid QRa ajja

fnot applicable in the case of applicants^
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During hearing applicants' counsel con ii
iiU- V

that uhan there is provision to grant tsaporaey v> '
iistatus even to those working in Group '0^' category

it is unjust# illegal and unfair to leave odt ttose

in Group ^'C' category and ttis benefits contained

the aforesaid OPls should also be extended to persans^J

such as applicants who were appointed to Graup 'C' ' ■

posts^i
p-

4i' Uhile it might well be open to respondonta
i;

to examine sueh a prayer# fbr the preset

aforesaid Otts are confineo to casual workers/ §1

labourers in Group 'tr' category# and tentP ij'

applicants cannot be extenoea the benefits ogntaiptSw^

in the aforesaid too OKsd

Sf Although ihf?s is not the relief dtaisaed

in to e 0A7 applicants' counsel also prayed that

applicants be reinstated in servdce ana r( &!' ■

Emphasis was laia on the fact that applicants wet®
P-! '

appointed through a test ana interview. The

commendation received oy them when sent on election 14 j v
4 ;■

to 3 & K was also cited in their fa^xjuro ft

d: •
S? Although as stated above'# this is not the

relief asked by applicants in the OA, wo have also

considered this prayer';^ Admittedly applicants wet© iy

appointed on adhoc basis fbr a period of Q9 days
i  „ ' -

first instance# which was extended from tine to

time'? These appointments were made as a purBly stop fgl'>; ■

arrangsnent in view of the delay in receipt of nafTsesIt

of regular candidates through Staff salection

In St^ate of Orissa & OrSo' y/s^' Deqati Rala patra ^

1995 Supple 4 SCO 49 the Hon'bla Supreme Court aftct f
'  'M

reiterating the ratio of their ruling in Pisr®

case has categorically held that regularly appaintGdB

^  ]■



. -K
^ f-a' V

- 3 i. c

5V.-;

;
candidates have a right superior to those appoiatos (;■

on adhoc basis^ and the latter have to make ?aay fbr |>

the ftonner'^ During hearing respondents' courssel

informed us that regular candidates had since been

ra acte available'/ and under the circumstance we hold

that applicants* counsel cannot nou legally claici

reinstatsnent against those postss^ Applicants*

counsel relied upon various rulings including

190 3(1) SL3 574J ATD/Oo) Part I| AISL3 1999(3)

page 266 Chandra Vs^tlDIJ 3T 1997(5) 712^ AmCl

1988 page 557; and SD SL3 (2) 1950-68 page 20^

but in the light of the Hon'ble Supreme Courte's

ruling in Despti Rala patra's case (supra) uhicti
in turn reiterates the ratio of their ruling in

Piara Singh's case, and which is directly on tie
1

point in issuef the rulings relied t^on by applican

counsel do not advance applicants' casdol

7^ The OA is dienissei^ No cDsts»^

( KULDlt SINcft ) ( SoRoADIGC )
nEMBER(3) VICE CHAIRflAN(A)';
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