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F«r the Applicant

Far the Re spsndents

. .Re spsndents

•..Shri M.A. Hussain

• . ..Nene

1. i/lhether Reporters «f local pikers mgy
allovi^d ts see the Judgement? ^

2. T© be referred t© the Repsrter ®r net? ^

JUDGEf.gNT

(delivered. BY HO;m'BLE shri J.P. SHARMA, ME?©ER (J) ' '

The applicant is working as Lecturer (Electronics),

Vfemen's Polytechnic, Mahsrani Bagh, Ne-w Dfelhi, and in

t,.is application has assailed the show c ause notice

dt.9.iC.i992 Unnexure Pi) issued by raspandont ^.2,
Jeint 3i«otar, Training .nd Technical Educrti«n, Oirecf te

•f Technical Educati.n, Mew Qsihi. The .*,pl ica.nt hac "
clais^d the relief f, ,,,3,

With any Ather direction v9nich the Tribunal may deem
fit and necessarv io +hia ^ . "xn the cxrcumstenca s .f the ease . ,3 .an
interim relief, the^nUc-,n+ hi?>piicant has claimed fer the
stay ©f the interim arder.

2. have heaid the le..rned r.
-rned caunsei far the

on the paint ofP«-nx of ,ddmissi©n. .. .

•2...



*issu6d t® the applicant is ©nly to sh©w cause is t©

why the benefit ©f premstian t® the past ef Junier

Lecturer extended to te: sheuld nst be withdrawn. The

reasans there®f are given in the said netice. The

applicant was asked t© file the reply within tw© weeks

and the applicant himself has filed the reply t® the

sh®w cause n®tice dt. 22.10.1992 (An;«xure P?) . The

applicatian, therefore, is premature and dae s i^at

make ©ut a prima-facie case f@r admissisn. The shew-

cause notice ment^ns the fact that premstisn ta the

applicant was given under Lirthra G®mmittee reccm.mendati®ns,

but befare that^the impleme ntati®n ®f Mad an Gomnittee

racommendatiens bad already c@nie int@ effect and the pest

ef Junier Lecturer has already been abolished under the

pattern »f Madan Cemmittee reccmmndatUns vide

•rder dt.13.7.1988. The ,»tice further states that tte

Recruitment Rules vfire netifled ,n 29.^.1988, butlthe j
benefit it premetien has been extended „.e.f. 4.6.1977.
Thus the applicant has been asked te explain certain
f-ts. in fact the present ^plic alien has been filed .n
11-2.1993 vhen'the aoolic^nt h nc i ,^Pileant has already filed a reply
te the shavcause n©tice . The effect af ^

etfect ®f shew c ©use notice
hus ceased the in@ment the re-iiv h u

i^ply has been filed. in view
•f the above facts, the present i-

application does .net
make ©ut r icq r f

" f.r cons ids ratien at this stage. The ?
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applicant shall be free ts assail any final arder v*.hich

is passed isLtiinately ©f her reply t© the shew cause n©tic9
t

dt.22.1C.1992 (.^nexure P?) , In fgct, the shew cause n»ti<»
d©es net amount t© an ©rder within the purview ©f Section B
©f the Administrative Tribunals Act. J985.

\

3. From another angle als®, the applicant has s%ught

quashing ®f the aferesaid netice dt .9.10.1992, while .the

^plicant has already filed the reply in cerrpliance ©f

that netice. Thus the relief prayed f©r has already

beceime infructu®us.

4. In view ®f the above facts and circumstance s, the

present applicatien is dismissed as net maintainable with

the liberty t® the applicant to approach again

if she is still aggrieved by any ©rder passed ©n the

reply te the show cause netice already furnished by her.

The OA is dispesed ©f acc®rdingly .at the admission stage
itself. ^

ME';Bca (a) VJ.P. PriAi".'A)
' ME.'.BER (J)


