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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR

- 0. A No. 418/98 ; 'VI\i _' " Date ot order" l9)1¢¢j
zi°_ _;\.Brljendra;“Kumar,; S/ov ;h Manalr Prasad,' R/Q; No.1l8
} Shiv Colony, Tonk Road, Jalpur. " ", »A
2. S Rajesh Kumar Lakhera,_S/o Sh. Satya Naraln Lakhera,\

\

l3ll, Barkat Nagar, Tonk Phatak, Jaipur.

'

~

3. Km Durga Kshetrlya, D/o Snr1 Kshetrlya, R;o\D-é4l,
) Prem Nagar, Jhotwara, Jalpur. ./ | |
x 4; Ramesh LaI,'S/o Babu Lal Meghwal,/R/o Berhlars, Teh.:
Blndhlara, DlStt Slrohl. o E _
| ._;.,Applicants}
é : e ;\‘j, ':A Vs | - ' \
Sl —"ﬁnion ofvlndia throuéh;birector General,vEmployees
State Insurance Corpn, Kotla Road, New: Delhi?
T 2e ' Empioyees' State Insurance Corporatlon, Reglonal
Offlce, “ Panchdeep Bhawan, Jaipur g through its -
Reglonal Director. - - - "“.} :, CA
- o | | ’...Respondents
‘ Mr.M nish‘Bhandari e “ 'f"»: Counsel for appllcants‘
'/Mr.U;D.'Sharna“ o p - ‘t for respondents.
1 - ‘ B LT : -

- CORAM: =~ - - e, Co .
Y T R A - ' = . ~
. { Hon'ble Mr.S.K. Agarwal, Jud1c1al Member., .
1 : R ¢
Hon ble Mr. S A.T. RlZVl, Admlnlstratlve Member;».

B

1PER HON BLE MR S. K AGARWAL JUDICIAL MEMBER.

N . - -
O In thls O.A flled under Sec 19 of the ATs Act, 1985,
. ! %, ' !
the appllcants make a prayer 'to d1rect the respondents
'treatlng the serv1ceS\ 7f the appllcants regular and to

res

|

train the respondents not. to termlhate the serv1ces of
'the appllcants. o R . _ . '_ o

. . - . )
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Reply/addltlonal freply\ has .been tiled by”‘the~
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~3. S In tne addltlonal reply it has been clearly stated

\

'/that tne serv1ces of the appl1cants be1ng extended from tlme

/

| . ).l

mere apprehen51on. :0n a perusal of addltlonal 'reply it

appéars.tnat v1de order dated 14, ll 2000, the services of

4 /

S/Sh 1 Brljendra Kumar and Rajesn Kumar Lahera, applicant

No.l & 2 have been extended for 90, days w.e.f. 20 lO 2000.

~ N\

‘Simi arly, vide order. dated 1.9.2000,1 appllcant NG.4y

L 7/

Sh R mesn Lal has been extended for a- turtner perlod of 90

~ ——

days from 15. 9 2000.,It is further stated that requlslt1on

',tor tlll1ng-up of approx1mately 32 posts of LDCs had been’

sent to the Head—quarters by respondent No.zr who will place

an indent for‘tilling up the vacancies which arelavailable

N

through—out India, on - tne ‘Staff Selectlon Comm1ss1on wh1cn_’

iS'therreéruiting agenoy. Theretore, the app01ntment of the
\ } N A . M . '

applicant;.on ad hoc basis ‘are likely -to continue till

" reg larly. selected persons join théir‘dutfes.

'

4, The learned counsel for the respondents, durlng the

course of arguments has adm1tted the fact. that the'

, \
respondents department has not - terminated the services of

appllcantS\ ratner the department‘ has extended the

“

e ~se%v1ces of the appl1cants from tlme to tlme, therefore, tne

_ apTrehens1on ot term1nat1on of tne serv1ces of tne applicant

without any bas1s. The counsel for the appllcant does not

iew of the addltlonal reply\.flled and prays that the

_ap lloants_ may "bel' allowed ' to . ‘raise . the issue of

'regularisation infappropriate time, if‘it is reduired..

5J ; In v1ew of tne subm1551ons made be fore us, -this 0O.A
.‘ ‘\ i

i dlsposed <3f having become 1nfructuous. The applioants

/

N fs‘all be at llberty to take tne 1ssue or regularlsataon at

[ R

/ .
to t1me and termlnatlon of the serv1ces of the appllcants is

ress for re ularlsatlon of tne appllcantsat tnis stage ‘in ¢
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apprqpriatevtime, if'it‘is so advised.
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No order as to costs.

N

(S.K. Agarwal)

Member (J)




