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IN THE ~ENTPAL ADMilliSTF ATI VE TF.IEUI1P.L, J P.I PUE BEliCH, J AIPUF.. 

P~vi~w Application Uo.30/96 
..i'll(_<) ·r:l . . , £ Jq 3yJ 
"r ,. ~)·\,-,. D-p- P··- _,11-1·· .L _, •:J •=: w ! · ·=t.~- a 1 o. _ L aLl _ ·:.t. 1 

Dat~ of order: 16.8.1996 

Vs. 

Union of India & Ora. 

PEP I-JtJll'ELE l'1P.(I.P.;:'.I-JAP.M;1.1,, AD['1Il1ISTP.ATIVE MEMEEE. 

In thia Pevi~w Application, 3hri Yog~shwar Da7al Pradhan 

decided on merit.~·. 

2. Aft~r going through the Pevi~w Application and th~ ath~r 

mat •="!: i al .:.n r.:coJ.·d, 

? 
..Jo 

- ·'= ,_, .L thf-:' that th~ P~view 

quaehad, the applicant may b6 r~inatat~d in aervice, the 

r~2pondenta ma7 b~ dir~ct~d to regul~riae the aervicea of the 

cona~guential ben:fits and that th~ r~apand~nt2 may h~ dir~cted 

Hindi Typiat. On th~ dat~ of h~aring, namely 3.6.96, an which 

d9te th~ O.A c9me up far hearing 9S per turn, none wa2 pr~a~nt 

h~ard and the material on record waa gone through. The 

in the ap6n court on the aam~ date. 

as T:L·piat in th~ All India P::t.dio, h.:,cl be~n t·:rminate.:l vide 

ord~r dat~d 1.2.1993, the Tribunal had ata~ed th~ oper~tion of 
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note of the fsct that 1n scco~dance with the Scheme fo~mulated 

by the Deps~tm~nt of Pe~aonn~l ~ Training, vide ite OoM dated 

2o~•ol993 which Ann:·: o F.l J... -L•_t the 

Additional Affidavit filed on behslf of the reapondenta, on the 

Selection Commisaion, the applicant had been regul~rieed in the 

r~gard to a~niority, the Tribunal noted the stipulation in the 

Trai:-~in·~, G.:.vto .:.f India, th~t regularia~tion of ad hoc 

declsration of th~ r~sult of th~ epecial qualif7ing examination 

accordance with the Sch~me thst the aervicea of the applicant 

declsration of th8 result of the apecial qualifying ~xamination 

conduct8d by th~ Staff Sel~ction Commiaaiono The Tribunal, 

regulat~d with referenc~ to the date of hia regularia~tiono 

c: 
-· 0 

In the Peview Application, the spplicant haa atated that 

th~ matt~r csm~ on th~ Board sll of a audden on 3o6.96 on which 

date the counael for the applicant did not app~aro On account 

part~ order W3S p9aaed resulting in the poeition that the 

past services r~ndered aince ~olo9~, although on ad hoc baaia, 

were not counted for th~ purpoae of eeniorityo According to the 
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applicant, it is th~ 2ettled ~osition of law that if any 

incumbent, although appoint~d on s.d hoc bs.sis, but after 

a r~gular mod~ of ,-.:.~1-'ll.tm·I··tf".:.l--·tl. -Ti L ·-~- '-· It: 1 '-''--'=C· ,_, 1 is d·~clared 

confirmed on the said post on account of his ps.ssing the 

departmental/special selection examination, etr:, his past 

servicea rendered on ad hoc basis are liabl8 to b~ ~ounted for 

account of the nonapp~aranc~ of th~ couns8l for th~ s.pplicant, 

on such date~, the counsel could not argue the matt~r on behalf 

of the applicant. I-l ·=- has a·:cc.r-:1 in·~ 1·./ r:•r ay.;:d that the ord>E:r 

dated 3.6.96 ma7 b.~ 1- e •:: :.ll ·= d -=.nd t. h·:: m.=~tt·~L- may be h·~.s.rd 

afresh. 

6. We have carefully consid~r~d the matter. The matt8r came 

pro.:::edur·= followed t .. '.i the TriJ:.uns.l and that l :t i d d C• wn in the 

Centt·CJ.l Adminiatrs.tiv·= Tribunal P.ules .::.f Pt·a.::tice, 1993. On 

that dCJ.te the C,.A wa2 dispc•S•?d of aft.::c gc.in·~ through the 

CJ.nnexures ther~to, the repl7 of the respondents and other 

documenta on record a2 also th~ oral arguments put forws.rd by 

7. As to the other averments in the Peview Application, the 

TribunCJ.l had carefully considered the m:.terial on record 

r~gularisation of ad hoc employees and had thereafter d~cided 

that aeniorit7 to the appli•::ant HC•Uld J-.,::. :;vailable fl·om the 



--~ ·-· --- ----- ----- -- --

4 

date on which the ~eault ot the special qualif7ing e~amination 

applicant had not cited an7 particula~ judgment oi the Tribunal 

or of the Hon'bl~ Sup~~m~ Cou~t in aupport of hia prayera, nor 

applicant which had r~mained to b~ conaidered by th6 Tribunal 

... .... 
revi~w and r~call of the order passed on 3.6.1996. The grounds 

for the r~view aought by the applicant do not £all within the 

scope of O~der ~~~~VII Pul~ 1 of th~ Code of Civil Procedure. 

The Peview Application is accordingly dismissed. 

By circulation. 

( Ra tan Pi-akash) 

g '-J (O.P.S Jat-ma) 

Member(Judicial) Memb~r(Administrative). 


