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IN. THE. CENTRAL ADMINtSTRA'rIVE ,TRIBUNAL, JAIPUR 'BENCH, JAIPUR 
. . I , 

o.A.No.11/99 /. bate of order: "3»\_,7')~uc.1 · 
. Ashok .. Kumar· I Sharma, S/o. Sh.Onkar Mal. Sharma, R/o 

Shilang i BhaLan; Ch,artdpole Baza,r, Jaipur. 
' ' J. . 
- - I 

Hanuman Sahaii. J a isy;ral I . s I 0 Kal yan Sahai J a iswal I R/ 0 

Vill.Mohanpu!ra, Bassi, Jaipur. 
. I 

1 

2. 

1 • sangram SiI1-gh; . S/o Sh.Karan Singh, R/o E-159, 
"• 

.3. 
I 

.Kataria Coldny, Sodala1 ~~ipur. 
I . , I .. , , . 

_}aj Kumar lerma,. s_/o Sh.Ram Sa_hai Verma, rf./o 1-76 

Galav .Nagar~.Jaipur. · 
I - I ' 

Ram Sahai. ~aurya, . S/o Sh.Badri Narain. Maurya, R/o -
I . . 

. ~ 4. 

', 

5. 

Jagatpura1 ~aipur~ . 
- I . r . Kedar Prasad Sharma, S/o Sh·.Ram. Gopal Sharma,. R/o 
. I . 

Ba~si Chak,i.Jaipur. 

. ' 

··' 
Shyam 's:~nd~r Sharma,_ $/o Sh._Jagd~sh Narain -s·harma, 

._-7. 

~/~ 959, Mi~~ra Rajaji ia Rasta, Charidpole, Jaipur 
, , -
Kamal Kumai, Sharma, s/o Sh._Beni Prasad Sharma, 10/~0 

. ' 

-9 •. 

~alvjya,_Nad~r1 Jaipur. 
... 1 ' • 

Rajendra Kl;lmar Gupta,: S/o, Sh.Moel Chand Gupta·, R/o 
- . I 

1/4.48, New!vidyadha·r Nagar, .Jaipur •. ' '· 
\ ' : 

-..~Applicants 

·..; Vs. 

1. Uniop of. India _; through Secretary, Mini. of 

Infor•ation & B~oa~ca~ting, New Delhi. 

2. \. Di_rector General, · Doordarshan, .; Doordar.shan Bhawa·n, 

Mandi House,. N~.w D~lhi. 
1 • 

i .· . . 1 . ' 3~ · Director, ~oordarshan Kendra, Jaipur. 
.. I · - · - · i : 

• - . . I 

~r.Amitabh 'Bhatnagar' 
· I · ·. · 1 . 

Mr-. Vi jay s ingh,_ Pj°xy of Mr·. Bh<inwar E\agr~, for respondents. 

CORAM: I I . . . . 
. Hon'bl• Mt.S.K.Agarwal, Judicial Member. 

·~--~ ------ ' 
..----r · i ---..,_ . . 

. ' " 

• _: Counsel £or ~pplicants 

.. -I 
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S.K.AGARW{\L 1 JUDICIAL MEMBE;R. 

In this ·b.A filed.under Set.19 of the·ATs Act, 1985,· 
'· 

the applicants make a prayer to direct. the respondents to 

· regularise the serv,ices of the applicants and al·low the 

applicants· with arrears of salary and other ser.vic;e benefits 

which are· being given to other casual artists ·after 

regularisation. 

2. Undispu tedly 1 v ide order dated 14. 2 .92 passed by ... \ .. 

Princip.al Bench o_f the Tri'bunal ·in O.A No.536/86, Anil Kuma·r 
I 

Mathur Vs. Onion o~ India & Ors, a scheme for re~ularisation 

of ·.ca,sual Artist's was framed on· 9.6.92 which- was revised/ 

modified on 17.3.94. It.is al~o a~ undisputed fact that in 

.,. -· compliance of the order dated .11.12.95 pas~ed ·in O.A 

No.256/95 (R.A No.19/96 dated 28.11.96) Narendra. Tiwari & 
\ : ' . . . . . 

Ors Vs. UOI & Or~, a new Scheme was framed on 13.5.97. It is 

also'· an· undisputed fact that the cases of ·the applicants 

.cons.idered for· regula'risation _ i,n pursuance of the 

Scheme framed for this purpose and the applicants were not 

t'ound eligible. 

3 .- ' . The learned coQnsel 'for the applicant vehmently 
\ J' ' •• 

argued that ·applicant Sh.-Ashok Kumar ·Sharma, K;edar Prasad 

Sharma and· Shyam Sunder Sharma were denied.regularisation on 
. . . 

the ground that -they were overage on ·the date of their 

initial{) engag~ment as casual artist· and as per clause 4 of 
' ' 

Annx .AS i · the cases of these applicants should have been 

referred · by respondent_.·- No.3 , to respondent No·.2 for 

relaxation of age limit and rest .were denie.d regularisation 
/ 

.~s they weie not cov~red by the Scheme ·for regul~risation. 

He! has also argued. that as per order ·dated 14.2.92, a 
I . 

separate scheme should have been framed for casual artists 
- I . 

. 

. en<:/aged after 31.12.91. 

~ -·+·-· ,...-~~-~·· I • 
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4. The· 
! 
I 

I 

I 

. ' 3 l . . . I . . . 
iea-rned ·counsel ·for th~ re~popdents has 9pposed 

the argu
1
ments of the learned counsel for the appl_icant and 

argued ·t~at the"Scheme dat~d 9.6.92 framed.in pursuance of 
- I • 

the orde,r of the Pr~ncipal Bench of the Tribunai was late·r · 

on modified.vide order dated 17.;3.94 and the Scheme framed 

in pl,lrs~ance of the order passed in Narendra Tiwati & Ors 

vs. uoI'& Ors, by the Jabalpui Ben~h of the Tribunal is a 
, . I 

complete Scheme in jtself and t~~ cases of th~ applicants 
I . 

were considered in the light pf those· schemes for 

regularisatl.on but some the applicants were over_age ~t the 
. I 

initial; dat~ of· their· appoititment as casual aitists/ 
I 

assistant and rest: of 'them wer~ riot covered by the Scheme, 
i , . 

therefore they were not fou.ntl fit for regularisation. I . . ( 
5. /In the schem·e· dated 9.6.92/framed in pursuance of 

order ~-assec;1 by the Principal B~nch of :the T·ribunal, it. is' 
I -' 

provided iri para 6 of the 'scheme that upper age_ limit cannot 
I 

be· relaxed, whi9h reads as follows: ' 
/· 

"6.. The µpper ·age· l'imi 1;: would be relaxed to the 
I . ' 

extent of service rendered by th.e casual artists at 

the time of regular-isation~ A minimum . of l~d days 

service in the a~g~egate ip one year, . shall be 

tr.e.ateq as one year's service rendered for this 
I 

pµrpose. The service render '-for less. than 120 days 

in a y~ar will .not qualify tor age relaxation." 
, 

. I.n ·para 4 ·of . the revised scheme dated 17 .3 .94, it is 

pr;_-ovided that: 

It 'has also been noticed that ,, certain staff 

artists ·were engaged initially· when they were over 

age according to the recruitment Rules. Al1 such­

~ases, with the number of days they worked on casual 

basis ·according to the formula ·laid down in pa·ra 
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No~3 should be ~eferred to the pirectorate for taking 

· ~ decisibri on merit.~ 

6. .·These. ·provi~ions do not lay down anything for 

relaxation of a~e for those ~ho are overage at ~he date of 
/ '· 

' ' ' 

their. initial appointment. According to these· ,provisions, 

such cases are:.o.nly required to refer to. the' Direct.orate' for 
.,l 

his approval. 

7. The 1ea.rned counsel for· tne ·respondents argued that 

the~e·is a long que of' the petsons alteady declared ·eligible 
. I : 

for.regularisation as and when vacancy occurs but because of 
I . 

nonavailability .of 'vacancies they ~oµld not be regularised· 
' I . • • 

a~d by~ adding more _persons i_n _th-is_ ·elig-ible· list thE7 right 
I 

of new. faces .who are expecting the chance will _be spoiled'. 
! 

I . 
. H•f ther~fore,· argJed tna~ no·direct~on s~ould be gi~~n to 

' ' 
thel~epondents to frame another scheme sb as to c6~er tde 

case .. s of '!:he appi icant'.3. · · 

·s. I have given anxious. cona,ideration to the rival 

conten~i~ns· of 'both. t;he parties· a_nd also perused the whole 
.. I 

record. 

9. . As the scheme framed by · the respondents and 

·modi f~ca'tion m~de in the scheme thereafter is a· complete 

scheme in it.self covering .all the aspects of those who ~re 

eligibl.e according- to ~he criteria laid don under the s cneme 

are held as· eligible for reguiarisation subject to 

availability of vacancy and those who are not coming in tne 

criteria laid dowri for this putposes, their cases are 
' . 

rejedted after consideration. After all layirig down criteria 
' ' 

for te~ularisation is a mqst and that criteria has already 

been fixed as per the scneme framed and ·in ·no way -the 

criteri~ fixed is arbitrary or incontravention of rules. 

As no regularisation can be. permitt-~d de-horse the 
-

,. 
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rules and the 
! 

! 

I 
I 

i 
applicants 

5' 

cases were considere9 and rejeGted 

as some -of them were overage at the tim~ of initial 

appointment ·and_ rest of them were not covered by the. Scheme 
/ 

:framed for regularisation of' casual a·rtists/assistants, 

therefore, I do .not find any irregularity/illegality in the 
--

-action of the respondents - , as the Scheme framed for 

r~gulari~ation. 6f c~stial· ~rti~ts and ~ts revision/_ 

inodif~cat~on is -a_ complete -scheme covered - all the aspects. · 
- \ 

Therefore,_ I do no.t find any ba·sis/ground -to direct the 

r~sponqents to ~ram~ anbth~r ~~heme so a~ to ~~ver the cases 

of tne applicants. 

11. Therefore,-.1 do-not find any merit in this O.A, and 
\ 

the same is dismissed with no order as to costs. 
' 

I 

-, I -

'·-h···~ -~ 
- ( S .K.Agarwal) 

Member (J). 
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