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Central Adiainistrative Tribunal
Principal Bench: New Delhi

OA No. 1081/97
OA No. 1083/97
OA No. 1084/97
OA No. 1085/97

New Delhi, this the let day of August,1997

Hon'ble Dr. Jose P. Verghese, Vice-Chairman(J)
Hon'ble Shri K.Muthukumar, Member (A)

OA No. 1081/97

Sh. Rajesh Kumar Mauriya
s/o Sh. Mrjj,, Mauriya,
C/o R.B.Lai,
B 58/1, Shashi Garden,
Gali No. 9 (Near Mayur Vihar Phase I),
Delhi - 110 091.

OA No. 1083/97

Sh. Vivek Nigam,
s/o Shri Chandrika Prasad Nigam,
c/o Shri V.K. Nigam,
G/157, Sector 9,
Vijay Nagar, Ghaziabad.

OA No. 1084/97

Sh. Pramod Singh,
s/o Shri Mahi Lai Singh,
R/o B4/297,Nand Nagri,
Delhi.

OA No. 1085/97

Shri Deepak Malik,
s/o Late Sh. I.D.Malik,
R/o 6/287, Geeta Colony,
Delhi.

(By Advocate: Shri Surinder Singh)

-Versus-

...Applicants

\

■\

Union -India through-

1. Secretary,
Department of Urban Development,
Niraan Bhawan,
New Delhi.

2. The Director of Administration,
C.P.W.D.,Niraan Bhawan, ■
New Delhi.

(By Advocate: Shri K.C.D.Gangwani)

\

•Respondents
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ORDER (ORAL)

,  i-r/i M- ' asLnoq^:-;.-! .
[Dr. Jose P. Verghese, Vice-Chairman(J)]

iisilj icid ^ iVO' -c '-^i-C:L ■ ' 'n-dJO'-'-a

■?•
Aj.Br?£rr-riT r aidii ri bT-'r. / ■. oi' iou 'fv.vj-.? t"'.- '-' 'j.,;sti •eaoq'jfiq
?  The applicants in these OAs seek a direction on
d«d'!loP ariJ 'to £■'■■; yj s^rL' vp.c los) ?. ,'<!>I a'fil ■
;/ the basis of the decision of the; Honjble Supreme Court in

nc ;^ncb;-ki •/1i..Hr*E ':v-:.dz ^ rf r-r .
U.P.state Road Transport Corporation & Anrs. Vs. U.P.
'i/-^d:" ao oj .-■jvi 'ii/; z - - ) aaicqy:!*:
Parivahan Nigam Shikshuka Berozgar Sangh & Ors.

i|j t''"OA aoi; -v'TS : -q sa;- •.a -q r.da :.;rtv

Iv- . ^ {.v.feIqj-;o •- yvs.- t-dv
^  2. "the applicants in these cases complains that

rr , 'iAM ofilA I .Ra 1 aj-absi >vr'T _ .qs
the applicants being apprentice trainees, who have

' Mii; £ laq 9'v;!" 'jal e. ' -j- Tc :• Jy ,yLrrLi;
successfully completed the training under the respondents,

s  ftaF(n t'Bd ' aaaoBd , i t o 1 ild .fafiidsO
are being ignored when 500 posts are being advertised, and the

■gffj ' ; ;?05 ■. ,j ic -.Otd't Si-,.' aO
examination is already held on 27.7.1997. In the interest of

•5a.Rd o:'a soi.J.vv ;■ jqa fo.; a-av^oa-vi ea .1 i ?o.i:
justice, we had issued urgent notices.

&aK 'eds -jsaau sii,!' bsJs.^S'iiOa .iR-ras

to v!S£'/ ffx sBw trtSMSsJaj? r f id evi-i" .jiidi ao? Tfi'j.)i!00 .aid 3.da ,ti
3. Learned counsel for the applicants stated that

'ovod? sd ̂  n; .fa'-r-O osa; ::... ;;P odj do -ao ;.o!J
the Cabinet Minister in the Ministry of Labour had made a

,  ' • , , .1

statement on the floor of the Rajya Sabha that 50% posts will

be reserved for apprentice trainees, who have successfully
ilx'ds adiTohiiOqsy ■? sdt , aoonoiamuo'., io oni nl .b

completed the training. Learned counsel appearing on behalf
sdd dC biijow o;t yo -xciHioor '/oilcq siL) oa

of the respondents, on the other hand, stated that this being
■S'lOT'^d e.:di;ci20Q xi.xiap bjs ,tf';;i.rBV'£&y,s'7 to f'5F,rAi

a policy decision, several Ministers are involved and it will
tarfJ ■oa bsaii'iovcs ^0.11 E'3."n-,i;r0sr adt :'.ia q; ■§/; ■ .• i.i'i .

take some time to take the final decision. In the meantime,
ilJiw 'oahsb'SODO.s ni ■:,b!.!axi yoiorfS-o.?-/ e.rfa do nuiafioq

X  on the.basis of direction of this court, a corrigendum to the
aseniflii' ...eo.tJno'JcyB "ol -,»Iv?jgf.icvjs od iljvda' v-*. i'nq -ii-xfi-j
d  advertisement "was issued stating that there 'may be a
a  ' .)5ai'r,rsiJ o ' oif j" .b ;'.'':}..;.ado'a arBu osii-?

substantial variation in the number of posts, even though the

initial advertisement was for 500 posts of Junior Engineers
' teabqaiET'.eqB aAD aasdi .'snoi JrF-yirb aHOil". rf tiW3qaio .eqa ?.Au aasrtx ;£rOi jxa-rib -aao!! ". dj xW ?

(Civil) and 50 posts for Junior Engineers (Elect.).
10 : .>;.J I \/ to

'. '1 '
j  A. Ve have perused the doc^iments ap.4: " we are

0  I' •
;  s.a|4.sffe'fl respondents have carriedxput qtjie . said
Idr iTOis- . ,r''- i-
corrigendum.
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5. The natter has come up today again and the

respondents' counsel states that it will take at least

another three: months'^ time to finalise the policy. For that

purpose, these OAs need hot to be retained in this Tribunal.

This being a policy matter, and the decision of the Hon'ble

Supreme. Court referred to above are equally binding on the

respondents, the respondents are.left to decide on their own

what should be the percentage of reservation applicable to

those who have _ completed training of apprenticeship

—'successfully. The respondents shall also bear in their

minds, the statement of the counsel for the petitioner that

the Cabinet Minister of Ministry of Labour had made a

statement on the floor of the Rajya Sabha that 50% of the

vacancies will be reserved for apprentice trainees who have

successfully completed the training under the respondents and

it was his contention that the said statement was in view of

the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the above said

'  case.

6. In the circumstances, the respondents shall

finalise the policy decision as to what would be the

percentage of reservation, as quick as possible before

filling up all the vacancies now advertised so that the

portion of the vacancies now advertised in accordance with

their policy 'shall be available for the apprentice trainees

_who.._have_.su.ccessfully..jcompleted their training.

7. , With these directions, these OAs are disposed
■ ■ ■ ■■' -3'' ; ^ ='7. .7 " " : .-I : : V3V3 ,

of with no order as to costs.
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; (Dr.jose P.Verghese)
Vice-chairman (J)


