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The d •""l')."i.Pt- n ~11t ~t:o.r> ·n._dc bv t.l'l c - ~ 

'It~c :"ll )J..i ':' nt conti 1u~rl t0 uor~: till 31 . 12 . 1() 8 , l"'ut t:-~e 

s r.-rv ; .._ ""~ of 

ort"'cr cJ ted ::' 5 .9.,1 ::'98 . 

ther-... fte:: 

h •.• :v._ 1 "~- l' - . . ( ,., - - · 
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. ,, I. 109t1 _.. __J -., • .. . ., • • • "" 1 .. <!.!l;l...r7' : 0 

.:1.11 ' p t... c 0 '· o r ~ '- - ~ . "). ,_. . o 1 adhoc }y :. . .i. s , the 2.. ,,,,_ican· 

L . _). c . i :: to h..: f.llJ e:d up thro·.1•:)l": Sta f";: :-el cct.i.on co.rni..;s.:.on 

not e 1tit.lJI :: ~n- r~... "l ri- ~t ..:..o -: u-:. l.. .. ss -
t T-i 1• 
•4~- \,... 

Sri :=-... !1toeh !:u:n r y._d?:.V 1 i t. i s st<.te?d that hl! h 2.s b~en 

thro11c_:;h s . :: . c . , hence he h us be:e.1 ~:>poi!1ted -t, 

o ne o f ·;::1c: posts o.: L . :J. c . 

1.·1a s 1 · st e : :t. e n de<'l vide o=ucr dat c.d 7 . 7 .1 998 ( 1.nn :~rc ~.-1 0 ) 

f r on 15 . ~' .1 998 to 31 . 12 . 19~8 an~ before co~!llction of 

t h -:1 t Yx.rio<.l .. ord er d ..... ted 1 3 . 12 . 1 (.'" 8 N<:>S i sDucd t e r rni.n -: t:lng 

31 . 1 / . 1998 . 

been 
~ . counDel for the oari l<'·S h._ ve.Jh~ard ~ t l e '1!]t.h . 

!JUriny t h e course of ;J.r gume'1ts . i t i -3 a(!·:U:.ted th._t ther r. 

i c :10 scheme f...:>r re::~ul ari Diltion o= JH D. C . T t. i s u l co 

ad!.U t t:ed th • t. 1:~1.: po: t of L . D. c . ~ r; t).__ ... r r les .. rerrair r-!d .. 
t.:> b ? ~illed up t!1L"Ouqh " · :3 . ~< 

y 
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T J11" r, Otll Cl:' ' - - ~ . ._, . It he... s be e n su .Xi\.it ted tllu.t in the cited 

c.;ase , t~1e ap},l i c....ant.., uho \'/uS \iorldnv as JUnior -=>teno~ra ... )ller, 

v ... orkcd ior u OOut 7 years and 11 e r s~.:rviccs uer~ dis- continued 

5 . _':lc.... l c r.le<... c..:oun..;c l ..:or t he n.)l,lic..~ .. 1t •lu~ a lso 
on 

p l acc.d reli c. n e e.... /J;.llte u~.:..ci ..:;i O•l in t~lc.... c .... se ol. C.c:>ntra l 

{1996 . .;.:c (L&~) 1358 ..... 1u <..~.lso i n t.lh.: c u.se of u .1ion of 

r n W. a & ot...hcru Vs • . lOhal Pal ( 2 0 .., ?.. SCC (L&S) 5 77) • 

6 . 7lle l e .... rnc<l counsel I. o r tile reS} onuen~s has ~ 

l et... ter
1 

i .1i ti.tl l y i!Js ued to t r ... c a pplicant ( Al'llH.:xurc. A- 2 ) " 

d~te<l 11 . 4 . 1 99~, t..H:: applic c.n t • s a p!)oint:-.1e .1t \.'aG on ad'1.oc 

~nd pur e l y on t<...:.np or -.1ry i>asis . It \.c~s also mentioned 

t.H .. r e in tnc1t t .. e po st hos b e corne vacant due to adhoc 

"'>rOh10tion of Sri A . 1: . Srivastav a to tl1e post of store 

Keep;::r . The con<li t.ion nos . r... & 5 of the a~)point .1ent l etter 

is as below · • 

11 -tl . Ti1c appointmc.mt i:J purely on adhoc basis f or t 

a short p erioc.i of six .i'!Onths or till reversio.1 of 
Sl-i 4~ . 1( . Srivastav a , Store Keeper (Adhoc ), \·J.hich 
e v e r is earlier. 

· 5 . The bel-vic e G of A<lhoc appoint1ncnt so made 
c..an also be tcr:nii1u.tcd by the appointinq a tthority 
\•li thin t he period specified abov e at par a 4 w.t 
any time uithout assi gni nJ any reason. 11 

7 • rt iG un- c.lisputed t~1.. .. t. t.le applic..c.tnt • s appoi.1t-

ncJlt t·ms , by v o.:1rious oracrs , conti nued up to 31 . 12 . 1998 . 

'l'he l as t. oruer i s Annexure A- 1 0 ddt.~u 7 . 7 . 98 bi uhich 

t he p<::ri od uas ext.en<.lec.l u1;to 31 . 12 . 1998 \,herein it HaS 

a lso .:tentioncd thCit he uill continue till the.. post is 

' , J 
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fil l ed- up on rqJUl·~r i)asis t .trouyh s • .s . c . , \,hi ch ev 0r is 

Garlicr . .Lt. UdS o.1 completion of t .enul·c upto 31 . 12. 19C}8, 

, .. (..ve ... 1 co p l aced relioncc on th c acci cion o:I principal B~nch 

iL1 o. A. , 10 . 1 017 of 1998 i .1 ;_, 11.: G<.!SC oi Ld:hi I~ald:ar vs . 

union OJ. I•luiu & orso dcciuE:tl Otl 20 . 5 . 1998 ulHl anot:ter 

aecision of princionl .3CllC~ l in O. Ao no o 1075 of 1998 • 

i n r c • . 1anoj Kumar DOtania vs . unio ~ oi Inoia & ors . d.gainst 

\<11ich C\ lP 4693/98 tsil ccl before tlle t~on ' bl e IIi .. h court 

lJClhi \TuS <1 •• U.ssed on 1 9 . 9 . 2002 . 

a. It not i n <lispute tno.t the aP1ilicu•1t u.:ts 
• 

appointed on u.<lnoc i>a~i s only. 'f,te mere thrust is on 

the l en~ tt1 OJ: pcriou .~-or \ldi ch tde applic. r..nt c ..)ntinued 

- to 't·Iork · on aG1oc basis \. i thout resula ri satio11 . ' .... 1e r L.licf 

cl~i :100, uS ..:.'l:.atcd <ll.x:>vc . is on t..1c basis of a c..ccision 

i v e.1 in r.he ye.:tr 1992 . It ic .J.lso su.).n:i.tteu b"l c. t ,.:h~ 

a_)plicant ".las ap1;oinluJ uftcJ: tnc selec'cio!1 <ttl.d even if' 

:...1e a9pointmem:. •.:as not through t..t1e ;.;, . s . c .. lhc services 

He huv c consi<leruu the sub:nis ~ions of i:lle 

l earned coun:Jcl and \ ·Je ht.lve also co11si durud t.~e t\·Jo 

uccis.J..ons cit:ed dt t.he 3dr . 'l'~le J.: i rst decis..:.on in b1e case 

of Anj a li ....!epari (.1s) ( s uy r a ) vioul d •lOt provide any 

reli ef t.o tde dpplic...ant . ~ n t:.&c. c ited c.:use . the apex 

court rej ectcu tl1e :celi c{ for r~yularisation . Houc...v er . 

~t\crcly airect~u 'l.ne r~:::sponuents to en<:,...1ge the appli cant in 

so,ne other project u.llu to af"iect the ret1.~e!1c:m1ent only 

on • l .... s t co .. 1e first go• bc.lsis. The relief clai1nea in t11e 

prese1t o . A. io ior rcgularisution . henc e the decision 

· c i teu by tue a pplic...tnt is not of any hel p t o l • 
.1~m . 

1 o. The Cose of ·IOhan Pal (supra ) i s not 

rel evant on the p oint . It u~s onl y in r espect of cu t off 

date l:>rovi <led in t.J.'1.c casL a l l abour er (Grant of t em1)orar y 

\ 
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status and ~aJulurisation) Scheme 1 993 . ~18 apex court hel d 

'c.o a t the scheme H a S only one ti .1c prograr.hne appl icable 

to t..1c Co.l SUal l a bourerG Hh o \-:ere in employment on the 

dat e of cou1.ilence .• 1ent of this sc.lc:ne Co.lml l1aa a lso re11dered 
r 

con tinuous service for tl1<; p r escri Led period, 4\s such 

the cited case ic not apylicable in the p~ecent set of 

fact c . Ad .ti 'L tt u l y , there.: is no sche1ne £or rc.gul urisa tion , 

11 . 'i'!w r olie£ p rovided in the c ase of Smt . t. s . 

VaSatl\ ... ha ua.u !:><.:cause she h.:tu bee. 1 a,jpoi ntcd after co npcting 

s oct r~cor.d o.L !.>ervice for u lon(j t i :te . ..:uch ct.a x1 hL t> ~1ot 

\ .• . e re ... r . Goyal uu.s u}'poi11t.ccl O.t} te.<lporary .uasi s and 

-furt . .._ r 1{ ~ eu.cs O•l t..tC .u<:.si s of c. 1 i.'lter~ .. '\ o..:~.k.r . 'l'..'le 

post uus to .u'-' :tillec...- up t.drou<jh PUs.)lic... .:.crvicc Co.l! d ssion, 

1:.. ai:. ev en a1:. Lte "i:.i.ne 01. t e .. 1_Jo::u.ry a_.>pOL1..: ,1 ..... nt "..:ht:: a1 :"licL nt 
71"" 

•luC:. to un<lcr':lo i:.llc sel ection process , w~ti~ Has negativ e~l 

by ~.-h(· a9c;: court as rul es provi(...ed o t ueruis0 . T 1C 

\;as sc: l cct<.-<.3. <.l ft.c:c i .rt.erviC\:, . )U t it \ ·;.:,s for appoint.:l- nt 

0:1 adhoc bani s o.1l y , •ld1C<- t b, t \'!ill 1ot ~L s u :t: .:.icicnt 

to c ove r - up t~.e .!_)rov.:!.~i o.ls c...;.l..:<..~.itlett i n tl1e l~t:cruit .• 1e t 

relief on t11l..: bc..si:J or. tl1<.: decision in tlH. case of 

snt • . r. s . VasaLltha . 

12 . rn t.l1o c ase o f ianoj KUmar OOtania ~ tt1c 

appli cant uas aJ.>pointu.i ao L . D. c . OiJ nc11oc.. J)asi s u!1d 

co.ltiL'\Ucd to ,,ork f ro.n 1980 to 1998 , but ~tin services 

uer<:: t~r 11ind t. <.::C1 • 'Itle challenge \JaS r u j e ctod by the -

I 

' I 
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Principal Bench. The order of the principal was upheld 

by the Hon•ble High court. Delhi by observing as under : 

"12. Regularisation. as is well known. is not 
a mode of recruitment. In the absence of any statute. 
statutory rules or the policy decision adopted in 
this behalf. it is trite no. person can •a• claim 
any right to be absorbed in the regular post 
despite a prolonged service. The petitioner. as 
noticed. hereinabove. having appeared at the 
qualifying examination. did not succeed therein 
and in that view of the matter. the petitioner 
could not have tu~ned around and contended that 
his services are bound to be regularised de•hors 
the said policy decision." 

13. In the case before this Bench. it is not known 

wbether the applicant had actually appeared in the selection 

made by the sse or what was the result. However. the principle 

as laid down above and in the case of nr. ( t-~rs.} Chanchal 

Goyal (supra) would apply against the applicant•s relief 

for regularisation. The appointment of the applicant was 

only 31.12.1998. Tbe same was not allowed to continue. 

The termination order ie valid and in consonance with the 

terms of appointment. 

14. In view of the discussions naade above. there is 

no merit .in the o.A. 'Ibe same is accordingly dismissed. 

costs easy. 
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