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THE CENTRAL ADMINIS!RATIVE TRISUNAL,JAIPUR BENCH, 

JAIPUR. 

O.A. NO. 658/89 : Date of order: 24.11.93 

Bhikam Chand 

f\1r • 8 • L • Ava s t h i Counsel for <iiPPlicant. 

IJERS US 

Union of India & Drs. Re spend i!n ts. 

f\Jr. U.D.Shsrma Counsel for respondents. 

H 0 N ' 8 L E f\1R • J US T ICE 0 ., L • 1·1E H T A , V ICE C H A I R f~A N 

HON'BLE MR. P.P.SHRIVASTAVA,ADM.rnEMBER 

PER HON'BLE f'lR. JUSTICE D.L.MEHTA,VICE CHAIRMAN 

Heard, the le~rned counsel fmr the p~rties. 

The applic&nt was appointed vide Annexure. A/2 d~ted 

1 3 • 1 0 • 1 98 6. 

The condition was that it is iln ad hec 

arrang~ment and the Qp~lic~nt will contiinue till 

the reguler appointment are mtilde by the rJ'i~~gnct~r-tt~s. 
~~< 

Directions were issued on 1.8.89 t~ terminate the 

services of the applic5~nt without giving him any 

notic!!l on the grourd that the reguLu empleyees 

is now available. 

The applicfant filed the O.A • .and th!! 

stay order was granted by this Tribunal on 16.8.89 

and the applic~nt is continuing in employment up 

to this date. 

During the intervening pericd ths 

Government has issued a circul~r to consider the 

cas~s of regularisation of tho persons wh~ have 

worked for about more than 3 years. It is for the 

respondents to consider the case of the a~plic•nt 

for cegularisation according to the circu l.-r ;;n d we 

direct them to consider the c2 se ilccerding to th 19 
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circul»r on merits. 

As far as the_ordor Annexure.A/1 is 

concerned no notice was served to the applicgnt 

and tiPPlicont has continued in ampl8yment for • 

period of 6 years. Annoxur~.A/1 is set- aside •. 

If th~ raspondants find that the a~plicant is not 

fit for r~gularisation, then the respandents 
• I 

will be at liberty to terminate th~ services 

of the applicant •ccording to law. 

O.A. stands disposed of accordingly. 

(P.P.SH IV VA) 
Adm. r·1ember 
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