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IN THE CEN1 RAL ADMJ~ISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

O.A. No. 268/1994 199 
T.A. No. 

DATE OF DECISION 2-4-1997 

Srnt. ~hand::t Rani aliac Sheela Petitioner ---------------------------------

Mr_. __ M_. s_._G_u=-pt_a ____________ Advocate for the fetitioDer ( s) 

Versus 

Union of India anj Ors. ________ Respondent 

_M_r_._u_.D_._s_hct_-r_rna ____________ ~Advocatc for the Respondent (s) 

The Hon'blt Mr, FATlUT PRAD\.SH, JUDICIAL MEME.ER 

4fhe Hon'blc Mr. 

\{' Whether Reporters of local pap~rs may ba atlowl)d to ste the Judgement ? ~1:? 
To be referred to tho Reporter or not ? 

Whether th~ir Lordships wish to seo the fair copy of the Judgement? /0 
4. Whether it needs to be circulated to other Benche3 of tho Tribunal ? 

&c5 
(PATAN PPAI~SH) 
Judicial Member 
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IH THE CElJ'If-{AL ADI'1IlJI3'I'];'_~TIVE TPIETJI1AL JAIPTJP BEtT~H: JAIPUR. 

o.A lv.2G:::;o;;-l [l3.te .:.f .:.t·der: 2.. ~ · q_)- -. 

Smt. Chand.::t Eani ali::ts Sho;ela, W/.:• lab: Shd Chano:ka r.~nt, re:?ident of 
Cj.: _ _. I~::tl Ch:md Fl.: .. :·t· Mill, M.:,halla rh::td:ma, C•utsid;. Delhi G:tb?, Ah·ar 
(Raj.). 

1. 

.). 

4. 

: Applicant 

Versus 

Union of In.Jia tht·.:.ugh thE: Se.:::t"•?t::tl"'z' t·:· the r:;.:.vernrnent 
of In.Jia, Minist17 of cc.mrnuni·:::ati.:.ns, IoE-J:·::trtment .:.f P.:.st, 
New Delhi. 

ThE: Chief P·:·et M::tster Genet·al, &2pst·tment .:,f P·:.st, 
Rajasthan Circle, Jaipur. 

The- Sr. SUV2l"inten.:lent, Ioei_:at·trroent .:.f P.:.at 1 M·:·ti D: .. :•n,;t::tri, 
Al\val" Division, A~var (Raj.). 

The Head Pc.st M.::~stet·, Ioet:-st·tment .:.f f'.:.st 1 He::td P.: . .=t Office, 
Alwar (Raj). 

Resp-:·ndents. 

Ml". M.S.•31Jpta, o:ounsel f.:.r th? applic::~nt 
Mt·. U. D. Sharma, .:ounsel f.::.r th: t·esr:·:.ndents. 

CC>RT.\M: 
HOU' BLE 2.HRI EATAll Pf.'Jl.FA~.H, MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 

ORDER 
(PER HuH'BLE sr-nu F_~TAH f:j;"'Af'AsH-; MEMBEP. (JUDICIAL) 

othet· post. 

asa Tea Mal:er in the Tiffin p.: .. :.m, Head P.:.st C•ffi.:.:, Ah1a1· o=in.::e the 

• :~ear 19:3-!. He \·laS J;·erf.:.nnin;t the dut~e ·=·f 'I'ea Mal:·=:r an:l o,;t•:ttin;-J ::1 total 

of f.!s. l,l(i5=(H) (F:.=. 750/- as GaE'i·::: Pay, Ps. :2:3:.;- as De::tl"ness 

Allowan.:e and Rs. 70/- sa H:.us;s. :R·?nt .i\11.:·\·mn.:::e). Her huaband Chandra 

...... :;:. _,_, 

year. Havin~ J.:.O:•e.ao:seed .:,f n.:. suJ:.e.iaten.:e means sh.; .=ubmi tted 

---~-~-~ ---~ 
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t.:. the appl i ·~ant, .=~1···~ ale.c• made similar 

ceonne.::tic.n \·lith her appointment ·,rid·? re:st:.:·ndents' lett~r dated 

u1timatel7 letter date.] 13.11.1993 

(Ann:-:.A/1). A·;JoJl'ieved, tho: at=f·li·::=tnt has apprca.::hed thie Tribunal to 

w.e.f. 1.10.1991. 

and has b?en tr·~ated ae Ioet:-=trtmental Tiffin P.:·O:·Ti• .:only vJ.e.f. 1..<3.1993 

the applicant, the applicant is nc·t entitled tc. the reli.:fs .:lairr.-=d in 

the O.A., \·11-d.:::h deserves reje·~tion. 

5. On b:ha1f ·:·f the t-esp(.ndents, it hae !:~en ur.~.;d that fit-stl7 the 

Tiffin Rc.um in qur::stion vlas an unn~gie.tere-:1 Tiffin F'.: .. :.rn ·=·n th·= dat·~ 

when the de.::eas-;.j en-q:.lc·~·e~, the husband .:.f the ::tt=·r·lic~mt died and 

:=e.x.ndly that there h.::te been a 1:-:m on r·?crui tment since the y.;ar 1992. 

teen that \·lhen the resp.:.ndents themsel v.;s J:,~r their Office 
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G:.v.::rnmo2nt C•ffi·::•?E' hav·? t.:. t.-2 tr~at.s] as G:,vernm<:nt e.•:rvant H.e. f. 

--
28.7.1S(>3 (Ann:·:.R/7) it is a1sc. dear that tho; Tiffin F-: .. :.m in .:pJ.::sti.:,n 

of this OM, it hae b?en urged th=tt c.:.mr_:-:tssic,nat.: :tpr:,:·intments .:tre 

ru:~_:.~t·tment 1 s OM dated 1 ~ • 3 .1984. 

r-: u. 

t..=half .:.f b:.th the sUes. The :tdmitt.:-:1 fa.::ts 31··= that Sht"i Chandra 

age c.f ::::: year:: vihil.:: h-2 'l.vEtS s-=rving :ts a TE:a M:tb~r in l:h·:- Tiffin P.: .. :,m, 

vide: resr:..::.ndE:nt;3 1 lettet· d=ttE:d ~..:!-. :=: .1~19.=: ( Anm: .A/5) , il: 1s :i1so 

abunds.ntl"! dear ths.t the resr,.,:.rtdente have tal:en de.::isio:n .::.:.nse.:_yuent 

and :·thers and P.l1.Shann:t and ,:.thet·s, de1iver•?d .:,n 11.10.1991 that the 



4 
the em~_:.l.:·:·;ees .:,f th·:-ae C:mt·:-.;n:=., ther.:f.:.t·,:;,., :tt·.s- t<:· be e:·:t-=-nded all 

Ineuran.::e •?t.::. It is time clear that the .:le.::e:tee.:-1 hustand ·=·f the 

tr•::ated as a G:.vernment senT ant \v. e. f. 

to:. J:.e treate.J 3.8 roer,.artrnental ie f:tllid.:.us. Wl·tat the OM dated 

U.:.n-:=tatut·:•t:y r~rcat·trnent::tl Canteens/Tiffin Ro: .. :.ms l.: .. ::ated in the C'entral 

It is .:.ne 

canteens/Tiffin f'.:on:= as G:.vernment :=erv:tnt .:md ano:.ther thin:;r t.:. ·:;rive :t 

nornin.::lature .:.f roep:tt·tmental· Cant-=-ens/Tiffin F.: • .:me t.:. them. For all 

Offic.:: Mem:.r.:tndum lmne:·:ure P/7, it is m:tde .:.ut that the Pe9istrati·='n 

of the •XriTit=•:tt·able status. As is evident ft·.:m the OM date.j ~=·.1.1993 

g~-that the .j.s-nial t·=· extend .::.:.rnJ.:.:t2E'i.:n3.te apr_:.:ointment t.:. the applicant b? 
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the resj:o:rn:J.;.nts vide their irnpn-;Jned letter dated 30.11.1993 (Annx.A/1) 

· is not tenable in law and is heret.y quashed. 

7. The1·ef..:.re, vkdle allotvin9 this OA., the respondent:=. 3Te dir•?cted 

to c..:.nsider the applicant Srnt. Chanda R::tni :tliae Sho:ela \•lidot·l of late 

' for appvintment on c.:.mr-:tssic.nate o;Jt"C·Unds c.n the p:.st c,f Tea Ma}:er or 

any other J;<C.St comt:-3r:tble t·li th the status c.f a Tea M3l:er after giving 

necessary rel.:t:·:ation in age., if need J:.e. The resp:.nd.:nte should •:::omply 

with these directio:.ns \vi thin 3 pericd c.f fom· m:.nths from the date of 

receipt ..:.f a co:,r;y .:,f thi.3 .:.rder after •:·:·mr_::.lying vli th the necese.ary 

for~elities in this regard. 

8. 

(RATAH PP_~I'J\SH) 

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 

,:_ 




