
IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, PRIMCIFAL BENCH,
new DELHI

Dated, this.tha day of ',2001
Original Application

HON'BLE nR..S^R'<r.ADIGE UICE CHAIRriAN(ji)
HDN' BLE OR .A o\iEOA\/ALLI ,MEf'lBER(0)

Tki THE HAtTEEL.QFj.
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Dr. Divpreet Sahni
D/o Mr. K.B. Singh
R-709,1 New Rajinder Nagar
New Delhi 110 0^6

Dn Anil Mittal
3/b Mr. O.P. Mittal
73, H4/5 Buchitra Vihar
Pitampura

Delhi

B

Dr; Anil Kumar
S/o Mr. Mohan Lai
D_i44 Street No. 7
Aehok Nagar
Delhi 110 0^?^

Dr i Anshum&Gupta
D/o Mr. Arun Kumar
S-203j G-»'- ^
New Delhi 110 0^8

Dr. Bhawna Gupta
W/o Dr. Deepak Gupta
g_37 Preet Vihar
Delhi i.l0 0^2

Dr; Monieha Batra
N/O Mri Vivek Soin
r._704; New Rajinder Nagar
New Delhi

Dr. Aehu Chkravarty
W/o Mr^ D. Vashishtha

' d-25ij Saket
New Delhi
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Dti Ravinder Kumar
D/b Mrt O.P. Rohilla
■Ms Nob 50^
Beetor ^
GUrgaon 122 001

Drii Richa Chandra
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br/o Dr. Dinesh Chandra
M.A.M.C Campus

kot1a Road

New Delhi 110 002

Dr. Sangeeta Saikia
D/o Dr. B, Saikia

B-165, Nanak Pura

South Moti Bagh
'  New Delhi 110 021

Dr. K.S. Kumar

S/o Mr. Lehri Lai

E-1/5, Sector - 16
Rohini

New Delhi 110 095

Dr; Urvashi Sinha
W/o Mr. Vikas Sa>:ena
88ji Vivekanandapuri
New Delhi 110 007

Dr. Shalini Bansal
D/d Mr. R.K. Bansal
Hi Kid. 15, Vivekanandapuri
bdlhi 110 007

Dri Anjali Gupta
wife df Shri Rajiv Gupta
R/o 122-B/l-A Gautam Nagar

Delhi
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( through Mr. Pramod Gupta
Advocate for the Applicants)

Versus

Government of NCT of Delhi
thrdugh
its Chief Secretary
5 Sham Nath Marg

110 054

Principal Secretary
tt'i-j^alth and Family Welfare Depar men

hii-x of Delhi

'iS »

' C"

.■Gdvernment of NCT
I." .■v/G'iSHam Nath Marg

Ddihi 110 054

' " The Director of Health Services
'Government of NCT of Delhi
ExBlock, Saraswati Bhawan
iGpnriaught Place
NeW Delhi

»• Union Public Service Commission
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Dholpur HouseV
Shah 3ahan Roady

New Delhi; Respondsnts."

(By Adv/ocate: Shri George Parakan)

0

S'^R^dio^- \/C(AU '

Applicants uho are Civil Assistant Surgeons

Grade-I (Oantal) uho haye been appointed in respondents

Organisation on adhoc (contractual,;) basis, seek

a direction to rosponden^ to grant than service benefits

of leavey in cran en ts,' maternity leave as admissible to

regularly appointed CASs from the date of their initial
-

appointmentol 0 ther related benefits have also been

soughtof

Heard both sides"J

3o' It is not denied that pursuant to the Tribunal's

order.in OriKf^rs'Jt Sangeeta Harang & Ors. \/s. Delhi Admn,^

& Ors';^ AIR 1 988(1)CAT 56 6 these applicants uho uere also

appointed on adhoc basis as Dunior fledical Officers Gr.ll,

uereextended various benefits admissible to regularly

appointed OnOs Gr.^irf That order of the Tribunal uas

upheld by the Hon'ble Supreme Couri^l Subsequently by

the Tribunal's order dated 23"i^4j98 in OA No.'2564/97

Dr.0 ,p,paliya & Ors.' \/s«' UOI & Ors^' & connected cases

(Annexure-A-X) those benefits uere also ordered to be

extended to all the applicant s covered by paliya's case

and connected cases (supra) as the Bench say no good

reason to distinguish those cases from the judgment

in Dr.' Sangeeta Narang's case (supra) merely on thoi

ground that the applicants in those cases were based

on contract uhereas Dr.'' Sangeeta Narang's case yas

on adhoc basis'y and furthermore because QOI's letter

dated 2>1l 1.^90 seemed to use these expressions



in terchange ably

4i;^ CUP No 3641/98 filed in Delhi Jligh Court/ uas
/\ -r

dismissed With costs by order dated Hi9;l98 (AnnexurelA Xl)o^
SLp No 0^949^957/99 filed in the Hton *bl e Supreme Court

against the aforesaid order dated 1T;19,<98 uas dianissed

on . 1'li2^|99 . (Annexure-A )ai) and Revieu Peti tion (Civ/il)
No^^547 - 55 ̂99 uas also di.pissed by the Hon*ble Supreme
Court on 28f4f99 (Annexure-A-XIIl)i

5.^ Respondents them selv/es admit in their reply to

para 4(ii) of the DA that applicants haye bean appointed

on adhoc ( contractual) basis'^ As applicants in tte

present OA are similarly placed as the applicants in

Dr."* Sangeeta Narang«s case (supra) and Dr.'paliya»s ca^

(supra) ue hold that they are entitled to the

same benefits granted to the applicants in the aforesaid

ca ses'^

In this connection; note that by the Tribunal's

order dated sfsfaOGG in OA No;^l08/99 Or;' Aparna Sehgal
& Ors,' Vs.S Qsytfl of NCT of Delhi & Grs^i, the benefits

granted in Dr«^' Sangeeta Narange's case (supra) and Dri^

paliyas's case (supra) uere ordered to be extended to

DrvAparna Sehgal .androthere also uho uere Homeopathic

Doctors appointed on contract basis in responcPnts

organisational Subsequ en tly by the Tribunal's order
dated 10,4|2000 in GA Notlll0 9/2000 Dr« pamila Bhatia &
Ore, UsI Govtv of NCT of Delhi & OrSo"^ these benefits

granted in Dro^ Sangeeta Narang's case (supra) and in

Dr.' paliya^'s case (supra) uere ordered to be extended to

Dripamila Bhatia and others uho uere Medical Officerj

(Ayur\/edi®) appointed on adtpc basis! In the eifore said

order dated I0I4I20OI in Dr;' pamila Bhatia's case (supra)
it uas further mape clear that these benefits uould be

admissible to those applicants from the date of their

initial appointnent Nothing has been shoun to us to
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establ •" Ahat the aforesaid ordei^in Dro'^Aprna Sehgal's

case (i ■'iDy' \ or in pr.pamil.a Bhatia-*s case (supra)
ha\/e be V ^ ^yedV modiFied and set a side
7.^ \hB result the OA succeeds and is alloued

■ o \to the ex' ^that respondents should extend to
appli<;a\AxVl/ithin 3, months from the date of receipt
of a copy of this order . the benefits granted in

Dr'^feangeata Narang^s case (supra)^in Dr.' Paliya:*s
case (supra) uiti| effect f rpm the date of their

initial appointment.^ N o costsol

( DR.A,.\/E0A\/ALLI )
ncn ber(3)

(s.R.AOIGE y ^ „
yicE chairman (a).
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