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IN THE CENTRAL ADMIN-ISTRATIVE 

o.A.No:1s5;~s 
TRIBUNAL, JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

bate of order: 

Lallu· Ram Sharma·,· ·.s/o Sh.J.N.Sharma, _workin~ as 

Casual ·Artist in. Jaipur Doordarshan Kendra • 

• ~-.Applicant. 

Vs~ 

l. ,.Union of . India through Secretary, Mini. of 

!~formation·& Bio~dcasting, New.Delhi. 

2. - bire·ctor General, i;>oordarshan, ·Doordarshan Bhawa·n, 

Mandi House, New Delhi. 
'' 

3. ·Director, Do6rdarshan Kendra, Jaipur •. 

• •• R:espondents. 

" Mr. Ami tabh Bha_tna'gar : Counsel f~r applicant 

Mr.Vijay Singh, Proxy of Mr.Bhanwar' Bagri, .for respondents. -

CORAM: 

H~n'ble Mr.s.K.Agarwal,_ Judicial Member. 

PER HoN 1 s.1'E MR s.K.AGARwA1, Junic·1A1 MEMBER •.. · 
. I. 

I -
1 In thi~ O·.A-filed under Sec~l9 of the ATs Act, 1985, 

. . 
' ' . . .. . . 

. the ·applicant ma](es a prayer to_ direct the. ·respondents to,· 

. regularise the s.ervices. of the applicant from the date his 
I . ' .... 

juniors· have been ·,r~gula.tis_ed wi tl\ a_rrears of sala.ry and all 

conseqriential benefit~. 

2. ' ' Facts of the case as 
. -' 

stated by the appficant. ar:e 

that he ·was initially appointed_ as Casual Artist from 

~2.4.90 to i.5.90 for p~rforming ~h~ work of .Hind~ Typih~ on 

a ·consoliqated salary of .Rs.500/-. Thereafter, respondent 

No.3 is c6ntinuously engaging the applicant and otheis for 
_.., • ' I ' • 

10 days _and the · pay· of .the appli~ant was raised from -~-

Rs.500/- to 1000/- and thereafter Rs·.14001-~ It is stated 

that t;he _respondents have not . regularis·ed the services of 

the_ a~plicant so fq.r .• 'It is stateq that aggrieved' with the 
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i" 
approact:i ·of the ·respondents, O.A N_s>.5.63/86, was filed by 

r 
Sb.Anil Kumar Mat_hur ·which_ was decided v:i.de order dated 

14~2~92 and in pursuance thereof the respondents fr~~ea· a 

scl')eme dateq 9:6.92 for regularisation of casual. staff who 

were appoihte_a· before _31.12.9"1 _which ·wa1:5_ amended on 17-.3.94. 

It is stated that service~ of many c'asual artists who are 

junior to the applicant nam~ly S/Shri Rajendra Prasad Saxena 

sirla Agnani, S~m~r Sharma and Rupendra saiena, ~ave been 

_regularised , ignoring - the claim of _the applicant. The 

services . of _ Sh'.Rupendra - s_axena have been regularised ·by 

:-~ shifting ·him to news sect-ion , _but . the services of 1;:he 

applicant have not been regularised sq ta~. Therefore, the 

_applicant filed this O.A for the>relief as above. -

3. Reply was -filed':. In- t-!'le reply, it is stated that the 

case of .the- applicant has ·been --reconsidered for 
~ -

regpl~risation in -view' of the revised scheme dated 17 .3 ~94 

and his nam~ has been included in the eligibility list 
. - -

prepared for regularisation of casual· artists in his turn, 

according- t·o his seniority and subj~ct ·to availability _of 

vacancy in fu.ture. ·It is also stated that· book~ng has peen 

allowed to the candidates as· per availabiliti of work in the 
. . 

relev~nt field and the . cand_idates have been -regularised 

·keeping· ii) \i~e'W' the· ·norms and criteria -laid -down· in the 

sc~e~e ~or reg~larisation. 

4. Heard the learned.~ounsel for the partie• ~nd also_ 

perused the wh_ole- record. 

The respondents hav·e admitted in·:the reply that the 

case of the -applicant has· been reconsidered for ( · 
' - . 

~~gularisation, ~n view 'of revised sche~e dated 17.3.94 and 
I 

_ Q- his 

~ 
name has been included in the eligibility list prepared 

.. /. 
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for regJla~isati~n :of .e'J.~·gible ·casual· Artists and his name .. ,; 
- _,__'-..... 

will b,e c_Onsider;ed for regu~arisation ip. ·his tU-rn .·colnes a-nd Y 

according. to his senior·it~y ·and subject to. the avail'ability 

·of ·vacancy in future._ In the reply, the respondEmts have. not 
/.' 

· ~enied specifically to the effect that ··juniors to the 

~pplicant S/Shri ~aje~dra ~~asad Sax~na, -~a~la Agnani, Sum~r 
. . . . ' . 

. . . 

Sharma artd Rupendra Saxena;. have be~n regularised i~noring_ 
. ' 

the claim of the· applicant and Shri · Rupendra Saxena ·was 

regularised·by shifting him Librarj Section to N~~ Section. 

6. : ; it is settled law·that ~he ap~licarit -~~ ~ntitled to 

regularisation of his .·s~rv:i~es- from the dat~- .his juniors 

were regularis~d. In the instant case,· the respondents have 
... 

not denied . this fact· spec~fically that juniors to the· 

applicant have been. regularised igno~in9 the. cla-irn of the 

applicant •. No explanat-ion to this effect has been_ given 
/ 

under what tircurnst~nces juniors to the applicant ha~e bee~ 
{ -· 

regular'ised •. · 

7 .- , · .· In · view o·f above, · The . o .A is allowed and - the 

.. respondents are· dit:.ected 'to regularis,e _the services of" the 

appl_icanf from . · the_ d~te when his juniors have been -
- . ' 

regularised ~ith ~11 conse~uential benefit~. If no junior to 
. •. ~ . 

t_he applicant'· has l:;>een ·regularis.ed, then the applicant. shall 

·~e.regularis~d.a~ and 'hen his turn comes ~6cording· t6 riis 

seniority and subject to. the :av.ailability of vatanGy in 

future. 
' ' 

8. ~6 order ~s· to costs. 

Member ( J) • 
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