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IN THE CENTRL AD?^NISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

PRINCPAL BENCH, NEW DELHI.

Rega Na

OA 1068/89 - Rjinder Sngh

2. OA 1067/89 - Rajender Prshad

3. OA 1069/89 - Ram Sharm

4. OA 1184389 - Shehjad Khan

Shri Shyam Babu l

Lt Governor, Delhi Adma

Mrs. Avnish Ahlawat

CORAM

Date of decision .
1%. S'l2—

vs.

Applicant^

Counsel for the applicants

Respondents

Counsel for the respondents

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice Ram Pal Sngh, Vice-Chairman(J).

The Hon'ble Mr. LP. Gupta, Member (A).

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed

to see the judgment?

2. To be ref |̂|||||p|l) the Reporter or not?
3. Whether their Lordships wish to see the fair copy of

the judgment?

4. Whether it needs to be circulated to other Benches

of the Tribunal?

(Judgment of the Bench delivered by Hon'ble Shri
LP. Gupt, Member (A).)

JUDGMENT

These four OAs are being dealt with together as they

are a mila-in nature.

2. . ; The OAs were appointed as members

6f Delhi Police Foi-ce i^^^ and 1974. They v/<3fe ^ ad

as Head Constables (Assistant Wireless Oertor) (in shoif H' O))

between 1973 and 1979 after passing AWO test. thf ed

in thb BRT examinatiohi,and passed Grade HI BRT exair ^

1979 and 198Z They were promoted as AS (RT)

een

asis

On Afferent dates betwi^ri October 1982 and Nov. 1983.fhe^^^otion'

prder mentioned that "with the prior approval of the Commissioner



/n

#

of Policy Delhi, the applicants who had passed Basic Radio Techni

cians Course are promoted to the rank of Racfio TTChnicians^lAS)*

on piurefy 'tempdf^y^ M Rifle 19(1) of the Delhi^..
" Police (Prbmokon^^a^^ Confirmation) Ruiei^ 198a They shall not
. be ehtitied to" ciai'm any Hght ibr re^af' appointment or seniority

d:>;oh-;'V iV'-ia o;;';*v "'•''V.---ib -r ' .'••• •"
or for appointment to such or any equivalent posft and shall be liable

;• ;3v'sn varu ' ^.;feVolo4r,3j^i'o' o:-"
t or revereipn any tima On promotion, they are located to Gommu-

nication Urit.'* The applicants "also passed Grade n examination

\ of Radio Technicians but ^wMle ^applicants in OAs 1067^^^ a^^
<- hM ^^paKel'ifen"^to^ad'fee "prombtiori ^ A9 (RTX ^

cMts in pAs 10b8 and 1184 pa^ed later in May 1985 and April 1990

' • r ' ' r̂^i^ctiyely/^ 0!i^s^ 156^ "1668 and 2069 have since

Gr. l "^TSexami^a^^ in OA 2069 was

and promoted .\e^ as AS (WO):tverted :on

idL-Hys ;;s The CO tentions of the fearned counser for the apphcants

are that:-
\ a;;! 'baa saiuniJnoo.- .[yi's : :;x sn
^ o ro rii fifr" _

jrdb&O o -)r^.

'2: f i b

'1.1 jrr r v. '^r.vL

Ju sr

orThe > '̂raent' rules for tlii? post of AS (RT) provided

^l]jie pof |̂|||||||l^n' {>e %l'led by,promotion wMch
by {firect recruitment, fii ^case of recruitment by promotion

oy ir^Tiffer, fj;Qip which promoti^||j|^||ii^^?
1 i InCut '1 ' I- •" xT'r\# iif'1 \5, "it V/ *"* ^ ^ c,,,, is .tp^be^^Twa^Sj |̂ ^rs<?nn^i of DeWii Police/Delhi Armed

'f r \ r ^ Pc^ic^ ,Vto. ^ ^u]| Inspector gii^usive) po^^ing
^i. i J 4 1- i ^ *U ->1-' -t ^ ^ ^

t̂^ o>'»lifica^on^Jp^cribe«i for direct recrurtme^f^^lll")*• 'O

.-Da'vvoi[&-:"f!.33d:.
r-j 1 ^ y "jT - r r- —

o.oA..,..c,;• ^
:':-b ••• 3ji-Cjef'-rfrioi

:. ^s ••... D.;j;.i.Qs.-i.i..

- i'.hC lie 'a C-Lll Ul ' ^ 7:^! •<
-fl* if'iW ii^A'-0C'-"3

gr^ade and having passed BRT- couree -

. c, ^

' Wifde^^ The c^aim^ bf the applicants is that they fulfil
,.':C t^"' qukifi<Siohs"'K of ^rect ^recrvfits.

fiij The ad''Koc"^ apbintment'"was not fortintous or''"stop-^yv £9,
\ {

... -the new •recfumlfc.nies
n 'r f cgta© .in^?'̂ orce| '0 dht Mpe Rules ware promulgated in

^December, 1980^ but Recruitment Rules of AS (RT) were

not substituted prior to 31.7.86.)



/ isiominv../r ?•.;• ylat:" rtc '••••' .^. r.;, r>;;

. „ - . . (iv) They have no experience of operational side and after

. . having served on the technical side , for 9 ..years, if they

are reverted-, they will not be of qiuch use, on the opera-
•>'•1 ifi-v;; :o 'uv^ .-s :s •'is. /nu;lo ')''!• ,

,, , , ., , , tional side and further more, they will have to pass various
3ld£d kI -.i/ini: bnft ;uiO.; v;. . s'i-tA-~:or io

courses again on ..thsv operational . side though they have
OS . r-ijiv -(.irv' vm- nor;ne/a"? 'ic ;

„ , . , qualified, in the courses on„the technician's side
''io^jss'nnrs.jxs I. r;ns.iO' soucqi> jscu

(v) Since they wa-e promoted on. ad hoc. basis from the

. .. ,, operational side to, the technical .ade, it should be presumed

Mei iotA iis ia-' -tW""s-

»U8 "vb;! C3« n,-s fro™

S09£ Art ™

. . (vi) There,.,ha^ >been discrjlHiipation in, the sense that Mohd.
iov^} SA h -Sijrr:h'--5 -5,ny {(.JWAl ...Jp 3^ no

Yaseem who was amilarly P^ce^. officiate

as ASS (Radio Technician) with„ effect fr/?m 2.2.80 andsmsc-fiqqfi -ani loJ Deirssf arrf to >c. • gg regular.
he is still continuing and his services^^have been treated/

The cese of .Nayender Chadha vs. U.O.I.
bcffcivo'̂ q w-H) jBA i'! jn^rs^KrofTx aitT

, , . (AIR 1936 (yoL^rred r - 638) was, quoted Para 14 says;
rfoiriw • t nationw.'tq dsahI .«j?f ••ac"®"-;3£q srfi iear

' • . ' ' ' - •• .-' •'>••

ii)t6r sdist
:ToHa(Tioiq vc '^c)

i'>x8:'£'o*- 10 r)OEfes:criq iV'clear that it is not our .

• iw that \ 'heheyer a person is appointe^d in a post
osijnA £cf.sa\eOi:o."i 'prescribed for appointment

: / .tot hat >ost, hefshould. as a person regu-
3n'c8raii8oq-. lO-TOsnetmi^j-y .-.Such a person may ^

^ be .reverted from J^at post, But in a case of the
5:(3 in.9mja)i.->frn soi" p&Sons have been allowed

31B3H.

i^eriUOO ' 7fiS 03:^.60 .iPiUv":

. to function in higher^ 15 to 20 years with
unjust to hold

' that they/have jio sort , of claim to such posts and
f'" or treated as

. „ , . perpphs..,not_,_bel9n^jiE to^^ t^^ at all, parti-eofu: I waft iO tJdV^frffiiSnt is endowed with the
powen to relax Rules, to..avoid unjust results."

• mil's fad;? J£n:r ?i. m:oia .mh-iuT
. In the case of Upendra Nath Ojha vs. U0O.L & Ore. (1986
Y .;>:L;r:icri ioe^isi 10 se 3noi:?a;v;!BUp ^ny

QjV (3) s,L.J. (CAT) p. 3,58). tt w^ observed;
oot^'fo suos.u:j^:oi. .f-o?:? . jnarnxnfoqs *Z)Oh Jia sr. i. lit/ .

; . . V "^Though ,in ithe ^re^nt case the petitioner has not
gaf!ini3noo;;(lys Gnc.2-si3v--ghe service.
1 , for officiating

"...^ "...Ti ':%ridd^edyb^
'-'"r ••• •'• •' ;.;'̂ '."tSetp^Hnciplfes ^ -Lordships-.in the'

•• I0 because the servi^^es^
of the. petltio^ w^ found to be satisfactory and

'̂ nem uinofyi ."'̂ e'̂ ''̂ -^-'-'f()tind'-'̂ tO:'''~be''.sS the said post far
to ,sneak of<: the petitioner being never reverted

ni bsKskrno-iq

•rnov^ (T.??} "^A k? .?'i;^'r-:;-^:-r..J:'v-:jsvnr%..-^
. • • • • i ' . -'t.^ • •

. . .0iaiuvitsdij;; ^C'-. •

Av-' .•
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^ theP c£ise 'of Mls^ Atfta Union of India & Orso

i) b:i:Trnlf!w ' i (1^986 ^LJ (CAT) !X^ 2^9),reads:

:>ti ii ii. - sCK'Sd •3;:! , ::;7d -'•"0) ^^evfefsi'bri'iafter'3 of officiating after selec-
^ tip;i - AppUcant^^ Joined . service in 1974, came on

;/ici b9 ;5:aq ;n:vsii j:;s in 1975 - Granted

quasi, perjcnanent status appear in promo-
irrleu ./;:i?.i V; ^sf" - - Applicant in fact

was not eligjble\;for ^te|S,t,=,.- If reversion order on.ntios! c^ibEM \o a.-s;: i^ '̂̂ heli^bili^ No^ ' not after :
y many years of^ wpr)^^^^ j(Paras 4 and 6)"

V/ Further, it has been observed tiierein ^at:
•- 'noiJorno-Kr uiti . a.vl' • oq!. .; • .

, - j i "Even ,if,, t^e .acts department were?isiiomn nio ;i ?'S ^ i'̂ '̂ ^ij^olatidri''b^ they cannot go bjack
, . ,- . . on Aese„acts, after and after allowingrnrt. ,io7:Jisq?^ ossii-jiVv -J- the''af)|)lic^^^ the promoted post for

• . , , - ma-e than three^, yearjS.. . To allow the Deptt. to-sb&rj baarfic; svsi ' g'o'-bdifck ^bn'̂ t^eir 6^ acts in this manner
will be against the •principles of natural justice and^j>eyoiqqe\b3l:.utnoi. BvoTsi3q.y • , -V •. •

(1987 •(1) SLj

-s~t;rij L-Hu Wroinotib^n^i^^^ - Applicant
.-. , ,, , promoted ad-hoC( in^, .1^75 ,T,., Promotion continued for9i-;uo-J-,iplfc:5d'40 £d3rf;iv>, ,o vested

:i' ::vv,

. v.,

-i ^nwThe- >!?nrilir.anta'ihavRS raravp.ri'iforn^liiWTTp.lip.f that thrir

'iii

; ^BTr'wo fll-^cc-niaveoP^^ji .worfaaig^-mc saadioc^'te^ on'^-ad hoc basis and counted

r-jiv-'cie x/'AityT and'} iHeSBs'gpoFjsnt?! C'?^:iibnbe" directed to amend the

} f-2c^[ Hem /sf,^ei?t''ReiErtttt)nt!gnt'v Tul js aLt c'̂ 'in^jels of promotion of HC

I^ ,^;c(RTfc;otJi.««wis®3Gedare^^

|'.V, ,• efii:'' fc;^Dp:v:;j-,Ii^in_^adoun^ contended • ithat-:- •

I' •̂• 7is^3^ oi 69u:!5v3i- 9c! ;{Sife;9$^ifc&ij£solstf^^thBirl'̂ j:oWK^^^ had >appej^ed ^in'-',

f fsriitfcst "of BRI^j 'JT^e ^tiepartm \ ;

V,' '. VEA' 'affj 0- uojacori j^er^l^e Beqi^t/bf'Jthe '̂eniidkjyfee^^as'.regard&^vimproving

I 3:;.ivi% nv/,o ?i9tiheir>a qualification^o -^whereveriOit; was possible provided
. •- •• •- - •—••••• -

i; '̂1:} '5a lOjciaaO not laamper "the '̂ crL"'' According to the rf^cruit^
.. • -.0^ ^

: " ^'ns7 ' - i>5iirnoiM SRt ft Jes, preseaf»y 5nJ forc^ they are not in the feeder

;3p':8tL'' for promotWas 7^'-^kr). '-^Ths new Rules 17.B(yii)

i - av i.-' raj) ci Lib/iLrns ,:;-of• tJie Delhi Police (/^Jspointjnent'and Recruitnaent) (Ayfl^-jd-

- fu toen.) Rules, >1986, provide that feeder posts for promo-

{;fe v'̂ i.tlon in'' the rank of Radio Technicians (AS/SI) is from

horstsqO aaslati.Yamongi Workshop Asstt. ASI{_ha^n^ promoted from the
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j2-iC nsbfu >o ^7^ ffconducted by the

V;c .er; :;3 ,- 0 . §",RP|? amongst confirmed Fitter

;'?jk :,:trh^h>n}o and Fitter Electrician HC

'bs>J-S''-- Grade and having passed BRT
-OfTso'W ni 'S/iiWas -J .h- .juS;:;;!!! v .v ; r.
10E5 l-. ykwA - MHA, New Delhi. ; .
nu •Jooio do^^t=>v5-i •'i -„i;H;i5i "iif jo:; k-j'."

?cn .vV- - iU>T: ^ of Radio Techn.
"D oi'ri f insav •^r^£;rI

" •'.iTi f ^•)"•'V:;i 4'il''-'"'*'" '"-ii '~'-'»'-jS'i si
The feeder posts as per rules 17.B.(iii) for promotion

.-y ir,7;^i;^ -j'iV (/^i/Sl) are from amongst

?trt 'jiM bs i^Tx.t' "iS' *'•«'«« Operator/TPOs
' iniK.'irij ni passed Cmde-
'•"'* •;' afentenoooducte^iffroved

CJ? ni «8i)\siG Ji <P°"« WMess) or

jnaoiI^qA - toum j, .:.• Passed Grade-Ill and there-

b9».3^ io :r« ^mr,2 °f Wreless Operator Course
, coiiducted/apgrcj^^^-'by Sl^pCPW; they ^e eUglble for

asoi^nsg asrii tell;;:; piramoiuob&^q thefifirar&sodliqAS^ fiailwl^ which from

.•{£>.d:i e/i13 ;-nO:^/3:f«}itoiigste'O^nfiFm5M.-Hoadx£€b^idt?@b"lesw^AW©/^0PS|̂ Tele-'

.fcsjnijop crie, ^sissd- yon -p^pn©. ^^Iracfepn^fesfC^ator^ i"^ssiec^v5^ade-lll .course

siij" bnOiTiB c-j fib .,<s;cinducted..' hy-u^^-^a^qDiSP/Cdn^S^ DeiMotfjsc'̂ h'kS'. years service •

3H" ie' riOiJCxTio-sq •••lo sliiPaMieivMu|he.:!.c^dMoii?>l:hate-?aiey-shall pass .-

..-i.o-uV trriJj; Bt3 eQ^rad^fliH&Wfcelessif-©p£iatorT.febiK:,fe ecoti'rida^ted by DCPW, '

-.iEdi. •bsbasjnoo e?n^rbrK>^^\|̂ A,3nNe^^iDeihifjycgat1^ 5%ars -from the

ni bo istjqqs oGri "aoups d^eoofi^omodoaD^ t®ey f"hall be reverted to their

••• oi - bbau ;f;9rn;fisq5a >:S'obkaititl^ Wnk^of He^felSafe such, the. peti-

gnivo>7nH cb".crgs( er ij ;tip:nersi sh.<iul(i>W:s^jfoE ;tlieiRspi^^ tp the rank pf AS
, . ' • • - ,f

. bsbh'ciq sioiosfxj 3£;\v- (WO^?ito^itih^^ Pwnjicadi^!':;as:^ pe;n?(their own service ^nior^y
• \ - • - - •• •? "• - • •• • • V:" V '

1 £>^j oj gisi^ nQiijieadnjCQnstable, "cAsib^^^ Wireless Operator of the

b.T fr ur '33me service seiiiority has prpmoted to the

(' ibi.Ti ^ i-jh ,o'i ^#Tof Wireless Operator (^^/SIJ ai^tf^r, in tile Gominuiucation

-Las'-'\1 |'^^' -i)-, lUrat of Dt.'55i, Pciice.n Si factV f.o" individual caV have;

irn- •>::>Dt>^? Skochannels;.-of pomotioi^" iffir.aS) in the operational side

.v->;pi{nt '-techrtcMi:';^&^io®he .petitioners ;are•''from

:v('i ^!?^;c^:':o|:(r\otn«^..'ope!'atipnl;.;.;^de:^ 'con-'̂ "^

- —bf;.r;- • • •'V-.r;.';:'.;'; 'rvC'i\ - ,')v . Vo ' ' ... ' ' '
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•,rAS '̂k lo firmedK-^-c-'Th^ ateem^'tHe petitioners is that having
i>:3;vMip ?3nBrik!qi> y ij io^ b^fe'̂ -bn the' operatronar'ad^, they are trying to get into

:?i->vy od« ;;:T£;nGo;vsri;i thfe ^te(^nii:&r'̂ 4id&^ ^d'hoc'promotion given to them was

;n5w ooj O^ S^urely-' ori^ Sd hob basis' anid with no right for regularisation

j which has beeB'-miSde .in the promotion orders.

, -jcnoD ?;-:s J8:5gor:B ihe 'facts Wd a^^^^ this case be analysed.

. The position that emerges b that -

"!'• >5 cants in OA Na 1067 and had passed Grade

3T:'?c/u; •h. Di-J-a,'Uv., 'prior' to'̂ thdr ad hoc* promotion and fulfilled all the

eli^bility conditions of the prevailing Recruitment Rule&o,;ia iiodJ -i .. :-:o;iv?e

c.ir4T '^.qc- v-J - .. . , ^
Though they belonged to operational ade, the respondents

?\i V OGuOmO-q ,

(T'

loD edr b3iocp 10?

promoted them on technical side on ad hoc basis. The

^ ofi,« tignk, for the applicants contendied that none

on '̂flie digble. This was no specifically ^
AA -ft OQ ) C".. h')1sb T'^^no .:'ui,1/ u. - - contrdieted by the respondents. In fact, it appears that

' -a r-tv^hA irtlsCj ntsnw;i:> .1^0® BS^KG-S ^ ^
' " even <Irect recruitment was resorted to in 1986, 1988

•*aB'<ilrn(i lo noiJfiy:inco 'Jfii v u ' k "^and 1989. The qualified drect recruits have been absorb-

orH •.;'•{ h-'j rfijO'i'-". nO-2..'3-3rt'i.t.vi'j' f ,?->n3'i.f3 Uijfi J
' ' ed The maih arguments of the learned counsel for the

snteKsq moit rn;M tonngD j^rr^oi.uo.,. .71 «, t respondents were that -

5ib .10^ l98nyo3 b%iF'4 v 4p T G•• or«u)\i •. .. •. '• ;rj .hu, .! their promotion channel was on the operational ade

' . flnn ihl. fnA 'nrnmnl'irfcn ti/nc nnt -1b) the j^omotion was not by a tegular D.P.C.
:nm t.., sp '̂fiQ ZB h^ihzoQh/' ^ J ., •.; / •,••
As regards (a), It may te mentioned that me Recrmtment^

• oi riA*ib-!or'Ofl bna. • • ,
Rules at thie time ad hoc recruitments were made, entitled

.bd-nea bsd -biis

-Hpim /rnuGfjp/l k) v-jo:;o:;>-!iQ ' 03 %i^lb-K:'C>Ofi ona.t ^ * Oiiloc q4- l-tiA H mo qA Virvr» Mr«fin^tnc

oi jasi6V(upiJ 3s bsj'sao ..v;aw_ vanA ai : • ,-' not only personnel on techracd side but also personnel

ttioi^K^Rq 'u- e^'fiO b^bbB" lafftUOD • , ... ,
" of Delhi Police/DAP possessing the qualifications jH-escribed

vcmsto-fioio^- 'to • Josm^sq oi fca.^is't %(8iqi:i3);: i ;. • ^
^ • for direct recruitment. TTie apphcants fulfilled the quali-

-\0^ zil l:-ne 02 ^?i io vsq •h"- '/ . hr^-P no .«T.q -\m- zn one ui. u.- • .
" ' fications. Nothing has been shown to substantiate that

; bpd lanudhT ariJ .-noTS-rynT ,^leo3 Y-^r?9b!"k;:;q 1 ^hsip _ . .. . ' . _
while making ad hoc promotions, the claims of suitable

it) .'• ROij.f-t.'P'-S'' fSfij , .©SS'/ -''/f'-'-'V' 'V ^•-; •-• ". ' ... , ' . . v^:
" and eligible persons were not taken mto reckonin& Even

C^^^^^^ '̂̂ '̂ '̂'̂ ;'̂ the'';;a^^ciJ^^lifulhned>iEdl.^
"^nsniiigis.''̂ •biB2px>iM3h^5--cinn6tP^(^^iBK;k?'W (9"'ye£«-s

.. " V"-^®f6r—i^)'̂ \and •th#'"-p^^

"y. \ •6Hly®;ad".hbS":aro^nt:^ ^e'; hore'̂
i >oi! to n&n:; io aaisb riile^ ^Can' W^^te Vested rights, but non-holding of .

I DPC for 9 years or so and denying the benefit to the



: (.r :•

ujdJ Si .j^PP^ants.,^ill b^:Tagain^t,;tih^5 principles of natural justice

v ri! i ;- V o ; V-1 ; - . j cpunsel; for the applicants quoted

:>p.,f/ iT.-j,-v) ;;( omv >s HOi^oi;'.• Pfj, ' and Krishnanand who were

j •; .0! ^ o - : (RT),MW,evfK r^2.80 though they too were

..-o.^;o -;«n;op§rational,vatl^d

(ii) As far as applicants in OA 1068 and,1184 are concern-
Ov r'-Z '} -i:";? ' n i f:;/• ' Oi'h '•.•.•ui r.jJ .-- •

ed, they did not fulfil the eligibilityconditioa Further,
, '• •• oi 2^g-!Oflt3 iiMXi noif^oq v?5w '

if there was a qualified hand on that date in the feeder
sto'jij • v;:"0 i nr ^jiuorinqA lU

category, he is entitled to ^^e considered in preference
IJijl br:;; :c;' D:; o'< Tviivs. ji

to his unquahfied senior. their cases also their ad

hoc promotion was without consideration by D.P.C. The

learned counsel for the applicants quoted the cases of
^iiT .sKt;?.! ocirf b.is no ;.K.h isobKiOSi it/ tnenJ . D:i:!0vn0Tq

Lachman Singh, Fateh Singh aijd Rajendra Singh who were
aao-i Jsril •bapMSJ.'!'. tiUise-' .

,» appointed as AS -(RT), though they had not passed .Grade
^ V1U-U03Q3 on iid'i • ss'fifTrb=>7 v)r;j no , ,, • =. . •

II examination. He cited the order dated 19.1.90 in OA
, A •".{ ;ein3b;iO':^g£'i AKi vd' LaiOib

99/1988- (Paramjeet Singh Chhillar vs. Delhi Adma & Ors.)
cStii ,o6>il-. ni •

where it was observed ,that the contention of the applicant
-d'lo^da nsod svHrl •b8;Uiv>!jp. ms .. ...

that Grade I acquired by the applicant in
-iai b^;auc:i raj i~?3m ^Vin •

. Armed Forces cannot exempt him from passing RT Grade
• .. -r sJni/bfioq.ssj-;': ^ °

I/Grade n Test of DCPW. VJhe counsel for the
5b!fe isfiobeiaqo- frb feraTijife nonomo-q • .cu. . -,

• r^pondents said that the aforesaid three officials were
lei'jgsjt vd - Jeo -ge#': Vfoiiomo'tq • (d;. •cfji; '

recruited as Direct Recruits and they had served in Armed
2r;ssiT;t{uias:^ arfe isriJ b^noilGara .:^d •-(iifr; • :« • cij-jassi .er^

Forces and according to Directory of Equation, the quali-
byi'tin?- 'nsv;/ JrrJHnood bfe ,• arit . •

, fication they had in Army was treated as equivalent to
• bnnosiaq 03fo.'Jiid lib'soso iCKaos'V'sq• vjno Km •

Grade n. The counsel added ,that the case of Paramjeet
&3uhD::e-3q fuiorjsoiliasvp; sr!^ .to - • . , •

Singh Chhillar (supra) related to payment of proficiency
-iiaup. bsililji;!' :i:crs>!Sqqii 'Kit

pay of Rs. 20 and^ Ra 40/- p. m. on passing Grade n and
JSfil, o:?shnGJ>:ou:? cA • fiSJCK; ir'cn ; -.^notJs^! r •

Grade I proficiency tests. Therefore, the Tribunal had
•i)ida3iua lo efni-iio .eri; ,^ronoi'ao;K: uoa ^jb gai-iiii;"! alifivi

observed in the same case that the egiiatiQari of service
n3v3 ^riJnoyioa^T jon s'B'v s-idqj.as- bna • ' ; •: ' , - -

a, V . u civil trades is for. the purpose of registration....cjpup.fsJ. ,JHu. •
-- - -• -• -^;'s '̂:%ith;'i!ife-)mifl<^ng\^ageh^ -

..eis^v, •:e}. hd'^%( .•

; s-ir • .3or;.I06^;:and;;pA^i^should be ;• -•
• •;(> Jf^"l®^sed,.'

.'Vi casr. -'u-'i ' ^j':lQ ' , ' _
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promotion, if on that date none else in the feeder posts
had the prescribed qualifications, according to Recruitment

. mere Is m denying the factio !"s?n;::n/>{.-R io; f;ci:oiri!.b AjynU . .h'n^w
tht the applicants were then eligible in the feeder posts.

« v'̂ G3a;;v^^l .a ^ "lo'; r-,: ^ '
^ " others with the precribedquaUfications were available

So n::£Hiab ;>n3i-n;i;so1or;i? . hriisow
on those dates in the feeder posts, a DPC should consider

them along with others eligible as if the DPC was sitting
-iiij lo: ai3 '?o nabn?_!;tcj .on those dates (dates of ad hoc promotion of applicants

Oj jvo ••a ed o;? ?sn;ras AS (RT)) and the DPC should draw" up a panel and
•OB- aioai on o^ifi asri. (TP-) I0A lO' -d:i

regularisation be done according to panel from appropriate
/^.^<Mng'ffle^^k«i hoc appointm^ without/
aD digible and suitable ; • —
persons ought not be ;/o»
reckoned for seiority in ppicant m OA Na 1068 ^ould be similarly consi-

.proiwotioal ri-oaqme^ia^.^ch .?dT (?) , ,
Sewage Disposal Committee vs. regulansation, La in the manner indicated at
R.K.-KashySp #l^'-^89(^
SC 314) and T.S. Gopi vs. ^ °"^y from a date on or after the
Dy. Collector''BPtu^Bitrs " f1 of" A 1 *j ' *T '^ '
& Ore. (ATR 1990 (1) passing Grade n examination, as this was a pre-
CAT 390) .^vods DS;?6aibt!i. siartWss'n '

^o^ Fomption, unless there has been any instance
.AO ,,.oi ^

: fl"3Mfica|tipn& simflar'to those^^ i^^

^y^®s^pc6rcUng to Directory of of Service Tfa^e^ ilP
with Civil Trades in case of ex-servicemen. If there

(Hd^hd MAH] has been ;a dispM^ |̂i2X?rtherwise '̂'̂ ^^

, i ' OA 1068 should be conadered ; 4f ad hoc

promotion in tiie manner indcated at d) arid (^) abova
(4) The claim of the applicant OA Na 1184 is bereft

of merit since he did not have thd eligibility condition

till 1990 and by; then^he hew Recruitment Rules had

\ force under which he was not eligible, ff,
|r however, any relaxation in regard to Grade H exammation

• • /

- V

- (

• '•

r-

!

-M

1

oy

was given to anyone other than tliii^virtue of Directory

of Equation to Wdrect recruit, the Applicant's Cj^e m
be considered ;for isi milar relaxation for purposes .of 5re

larisation from the date of ad "hoc promotion in the manner

as at (1) and (2) above.
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• ji:nb*ioon;v .V:Hi;:'
(5) The request for amending the rules is aj!?«r bereft of

sfb s::n.-ao CO c>
merit, since any direction for amendment oj:7R®cnutment

, ..ai?oq Vi/boeJ ::;'y^o Vr-'b .ri^v; ^jnt.::;5qq:; '/fa -n .. .
Rules to provide for inclusion of a category in the feeder

-!d6,us^.^s yibv-u sb:; • ' . v _; •
posts would be an encroachment in the domain .of me Legis-

bdsofia:• • / .V^ :
lature or the Executive.

y'ninfe D^JG nrv;
(6) The contention of the learned counsel for the applicants

\o noit;;.-;v>iC: ; Sc n,:-...::' a:'
that the applicants are to be treated as on transfer to ;

;>afc bnfiT s OKJu.:;f J'ia .srfJ bn- .- S
the post of ASI (RT) has also no justification, more so

-jfihGoianii aiv-ri V? Bnfciooos ^?rvo!:> s:) nobs^hKi!^^- . , , i
when the applicants have themselves referred ^P ;,ttie,.teri]o„^,.,^^,^

•;.- ••• . •. • . y . . .. . • &!dajiua ;b;:w s!,ci;,atb. li!

i! '4

oiionjiw .j>

.o 'promotion' in their appucations. , :+.( nfesjo
-Kit- vl^:H:T!fe 5->^^,:cufe 8??0? AO fU'-trrG^Hqqs sfu

(7) The cx-ders rejecting the representation o| |b§(-app%Can^
•m hR(3oib,ii -iinism o-tj .;i .nbi'SsnaUs-ar io.

in OA Nos. 1067, 1069, 1068 and,^^184 >ij;
j>s ao s nso~i vino 7;jd avocia vU ' Q;i

•• "I

KP •('3

-aiq

•inm •-:• no o u..ju . - ,3v Kiou ,ci-l ;>/ig -J4
the respondents are dircted to reconsider ,th.gijr,,.^a^j^.,4^

U ft -SBW fltfb itsai.--5KX^. If, gni£3iJ':; vo HTA) '-siO '
the manners incficated above. fnp>; i,s :f -

^3oasie>u 'iiiV a-y^di "tor ;\:l |
8. With ' t|ie ..^jor^sMd ,/tirectio^^^^^^beansqsib .?av^ aon;;;aidvx.tJ^ TO- .;

•' " ..£ostSiji^,JTie directions in (D, :

Don. Ds AO. --jtip A. w ^ ^

.V .,?rodB (i) br;;: (ii: :^3-K^:>3jre .'isanss or!; r;i :ioi:;o^r^

jlsid'i si i^d''.l

aobibnoo v:;jUdiiii'3 ari: 3;;^a -c: - \i.

.Or'. •/:r.L^

b£f!' .soiu;?: '.V ''j<"i

• .' \VGr:t; SS.e.Cy'•.•"-••'•••.". •---•;•• •'' :.

-'(^' < *•

• '• • .'• . V-. . - ' :v; bn;;. CS.'̂ - '̂S.

-orb 11 • .nr^?n5D?v-»-Xf5 :io iinD rl;;v<
%

•:'iy
•%-

-V
• '/!=

I


