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CENTRAL ADMINISTRIATIVE TRIBUNAL,PRINCIPAL BENCH.
NEW DEM,

li' O-A.No.500 of 1989. Date of Decisionj

B.C.Parcha ,s/o Shri C.S.'Parcha,'
r/o Technical Assistant,
FIIbs Division,
4, Tolstoy Marg,
New Delhi

By Shri S.K.Basaria.Advocate Applicant.'

Versus

Union of India

through Chief Producer,
Films Division, 24, Dr. Deshmukh Road,

. RespondentBy Advocate Shri P.P.Khurana.'

2;' O. A. No. 577 of IQfiQ

1^ Suresh Bhagwani
s/o Shri H,N«Bhagwani, aged 45 years,
r/o Section 3-139/14,
M.B.Road, New Delhi Applicants^

2o'i S.N.Singh,s/6 Shri'J.Singh 'r/o Sector 3^1397i4,MB Road,New Delhi
VERSUS

Union of India through
1^! Chief Producer, Film Division,

24, Dr. Deshmukh Road, Bombay-26.

2. Joint Chier Producer, Film
Division, 4 Tolstoy Marg.
New Delhi

By Advocate Shri P.P.Khurana, .....Respondents.<

0.A.No.716 of 1993.

1. B.C.Parcha s/o Late Shri C.S.Parcha,
C/o Technical Assistant,
Films Division,

I 4, Tolstoy Marg,
New Delhi,'

2. Suresh Bhagwani,
, s/o Shri H.N.Bhagwani,

r/o C-.125, Vikas Puri
NewDelhi)

3. S.N.Singh,
s/o Late Shri J,'Singh
r/o 139/14 Sector I,
M.B. Road,
New Delhi

By Mvoc.t« Shri S.K.B.sari, AppUeants.-

Versus

1.Union of India through
Chief Producrer, Films Division,
:24, Dr.Deshmukh Road,
Bombay^6.

2. Union tt India through



•Wx/, ,. '•,/ • • • ^ ••
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•V.

through
^ct^tary,:
Ministry of Infonnation & Broadcasting,

•; 2;-:^;:; .Respondents

Hon'ble Mr,justice B.C.Sdcsena, Vice-Chaii*jan(J)

: bvli-r -d CJ MenberfA) , ' " ;

: • ;vK:-b2' vr;; 3 ;.c ^ ^

uc.:'b .^g^XlU bo .^-xbsca OE?:Rr.. • .

•.3.:. •' ••:- •••-'i' • _

a; 2,-1/, s-T|̂ [,DiAl;l^5i^^ and O.A,No;577/89, the

^co3'5 \-rvbir ;tn*ab|iLiea^i.,-varrM"''̂ ^o«''are working -as Technical
\d bbb'-i •• -u-y^njco ;;n-?A^sTist^jht '̂in'̂ the''Mlffis; Division,- Ministry of

£3;:':v; 2-^d-Inf6iT6atibh ahS'/irbadcasting, New Delhi on

sVs^n€e '̂difT.erent dates, have prayed ^

oro: ssdnic r:^ ^^lularis^tion'^With'effect frcmi th® dates

^v;-n -;r:: '̂dnoq;i:>", oftth;llfd^dh8o^%'d'dihi8lentc
t. J.. . V. 7'"-"• r ,-;i. AV 'is ('ji*-- -O --i• : jf j ' ^ ^ ^ ^ j jhe dates of their adhoc appointment are

^ .• . • . ,
21i^8^81

' ' AV-vd hinov/
: ndr;.;'p^ '-shr^V fi.M_<5innh;s.N.Singh 16;U0;<85.

>.- - vv 3:;i:^ s:;•-: Ld: d-l0 j . br- nd?-- ' •-'V

•7;A Artr ' 16.12.85, ^
•^ r .7r;-:.:i -^d.:' d 'V:; rv'.•3-:• ''d'..-b'-l:by"^-y'^

3. In P.A.Np.7i6 of 1993, the above mentioned
zyyyyy ^ri^' i"?- • ' ' ,

three applicants have prayed for promotion as

t; ''lO ' iSuperihtendent from the post of Technical

nvid-o'si - ;r- - A^^istartt along with other similarly situated
-•i .. t,.,. .-.•; -. n- AT A 'icd;ivi nj r-Ci^y^^iiPyx.; : .y-.-:-3'H ii r- -- perisons^^'', •••,• ••• •.

.^dd .cSd.l iyrus ds^dj •:^j;•^•^/..••^S-
l ^ ^ _ ^ ^As.;the^e threei O.As are interconnected and

.„.. . . he :?a^Ke^j:Of,:«ph are being
; -::i3 U'^.-•••••'

... .... takers tgp togf?ther.
: ••••^ " •" ' ' • : dd ,;, • • ' ..•,••••• , '

3.. ; ^ - 5,; AAdflftittedly^ the posts of Technical Assistant

^ are te be filled in bin the following manner j-

' : ' ii Direct recruitment: -25?s

lii
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2,1^emotion oh selection basis

3. ProBOtioh «n the basis of

common departmental

exaiinatioit) -5035

:6. Admittedly, the 25515 vacancies to be filled
f' f. \ -CTa- - • ; '• - •

in by promotion on selection basis are from

_ the feejjiap cadre of UDCs. It is also admitted

A)i3 j;;:that the three ^ppiica^ were appointed as Asstt^
Superintendent purely

/pn adhpc;. besis.^i is a specific written

-.o- . r

In;

indication in thei relev appointment order, a ccpy

: of which was ,fit®d vdth^^^^ counter affidavit by the
j i'W f --1 n:'"?--- ' " ' '

, - purely

/ , , ^ adhpc,, and jyouldVnpt-p^^^ the claims of

, .others right on the appointee for

^^regular ^ppint® respondents have

pointed out in their counter affidavit that these

adhoc appointments, were made due to exigencies of
t--,tv<0-I -i-v

work, in the public intere in view of the ban

on direct recruitment- against vacancies which

would have been ,f11led by direct recruitment

according to the quota roster. It has also

•been pointed out py the respondents that the

^ ' , applicants are not the senior most on the basis of
All Indii'Seniority in the feeder cadre,'

z -V-': 0.

. . -'VJj

7. From the materials on record, it is clear

that the post of Technical Assistant is a selection
rfJ .i; ; ; .f, '• t;'v' " ,

post, promotion to^vyhich has to be made through

_ a DPC, It would appear that since 1985, the

had met on^f'fve^ occasions and considered

^e ligible ^ffiCiJaIs for'promotion to vacancies ,•

On each ..QGcas-i^oW,'the'DPC met, the applicants

fiither did nut come within the zone of

• • -i ' '
consideration or could not secure placement

A : in th. pan.W Oni6.1.89. the DPC considered
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the eUgibility of officials for promotion Ito

O.A;i^i;577/89)
jone of consideration?•;,.. yiK'T'-!- r;;¥^ffHGC!'Dg • =S!P-g «•.; S -i ,A . " •.

His n^e^^s cc^sidewdjfo^ which occured
but

•• order dated l7|3.8^

V d' r : ; ; applicant on

^ appointing
/ ;. ^ A.',-"' post Of Accountant

••.'•• . ^̂ ''ss n^ issued#, Priwa facie, we. have no re ason to
' "'J •'" •" '^.' '.•.•-•• .••• • -r >. r. 'vVV !'$i ?'Oi'l'X j>A e:l.;v : ;.L

. "doubt the aveiraents made in the counter affidavits
• •-. y J.-; -S pV ,';v-.:;i 'vi.fj' ^C" , ip;"®;'i.5>,?•'C T'e^-'-G-

Ttie appointoent on adhoc basis is invaribly a

/ p'letteritself

or prejudice

.. . • , —these adhoc
appoint®ents have continued since 1989 by virtue

r ' ; : Tribunal, does not
- any raanner."

.,A.-'.l'^-' •

'.c^- i.S'- %i.\U

'•••-K s'-~-

y.r...y — ---' --;'--v^pnglyr, • - ^ xnat some persons-

.fro®

• •" •• ^sipbnHen^-^-doing 'so, and- L
'• ^h;-"^^scb.have-

', oppiicants have also sought to derive
narrtely AIR ig92 SC

; •i574' W.S.K Mair Vs." UOI. AIR 1992 2157 State of

' V of Punjab; and
' " 353 Sitish Kumar vs. Csne Commissioner

, ' ^ of these rulings are of much relevance in

. ' ^Pseccases. as the facts in those cases are clearly
• r. - •: --.v . .-..v
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^^stinguishabl# from "the facts in the presant cases
and moreover, the period of these adhoc appointaents

/from the date of the appointmeht order till the
r \r- f. "r.n'-.- r ? ri&D flBvV -rir.^ '

aate'1;he"d;A. was' med. is also not ot-yrS?} duration
As"stated by the respondents, the applicants are not

the: senibrmost in the All India seniority list
^nd if their prayer for re^ularisation is acceded to
Without considering their seniors, it would

•adversely affect the rights of those senior to them
in the All India Seniority .list, none of whom

Have been impleaded by the applicants in these O.As
-i ^xcvid ociibi; no •

:3^niT?i^^qq?^^fe^t^he.jta5litt^^ and O.A.No.577/8q
dnpN^nn:P^in?xit^Jand ^be^ actordlib^iy dismissed. The
ji i;inte^lm?^;prdgrs?;S$>fe hereB^v^cl^bd.

-• o'-n-''' benniinoo svcn-.i-j'/i -q'-b-bG

: the
question of promotion of the applicsnts to n,"
post of Superintendent would arise only if they
have.five.ye^ar '̂-^regu |̂r-^ Technical Assistant^

; ,?^b<^f^^litantsd:h^A^ef b^en -^functioning as Technical

m: iOn ::adHcfe Bas^i lack the essential
4. gualiftaatlPn^ of fit^e y^brsV 'regijiar service,

tl^ex,ai:e:;npt eligible fbr the higher post of
Supengtendent^Ms^ applicltloh^has also no merit
and it is accordingly dismissed,-:

: ¥^ '̂- :®balibbe' n^b^^^ costs.

MHMBER(A) .

/ug/

jk

(b.c.saksena)
•VICB-CH-AIRMAN (J)

Court Gf/ic-w

Gantfii! A^iidniilradvc ftili'riri'i.

JPi'irivi'p*i Hoiu'ii, Nliciu)
r';'i6Sot Hoil-.",


