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IN THE CEN1RAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRJBUNAL 
JAIPUR BENCH, JAIPUR 

O.A. No. 61 /2001 

X~·J"JfxNO. 

Rohjt Bajaj and 0rs. 

Mr. Pajendra Vaish 

Versus 

199 

DATE OF DECISION 29. ll. 2001 

Advocate for the Fetitiooer (s) 

Unj en cf India and c.r;::: •. _____ Respondent 

Mr. Bl').=inwci_r Eaori ~nt:l Mr. Pr.:ihl.:,cA4\iQ~~ticfor the Respondent (s) 

Singh 

\fhe Hon'b]~ Mr. A.P.NAGPATB, ADMIIHSTRP,TIVE MEMBE:F 

The Hon'ble Mr. 

· \~ Whether Reporte!!'s of local p3pers may b& aiiowctd io &oe the: Judgement ? 

V2. To be referred to th~ Reporter or not ? 

3. Whether th~ir Lordships wish to &ee the fair copy of the Judgement? 

\.- /4. Whethor it naeds to bf) circuhted to other Benche> of tho Tribunal ? 

-----, 

AA. 
\' /\___._l F> 

(A.P.NAGRAITH) 
Aero. Me-IT'ber 
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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINIS'IFATIVE TRIBUW~L, ,JAIPUR BENCH, 

JAIPUR 

Date .:-f .:;rdo£·r: 1-,.11..2001 

OP. No.61/2001 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

P0hH Bajaj 2/0 Shri ,J·:-th.s- Hana B.sj3j, r,'0 -:l to 

6, Jawahar Nagar, Jaipur 

Mahandra S3~ena f:/0 Shri J.P.Saxens c/o 51/156, 

Pratap Negar, Sanganer. 

Smt. Anjula Soni w/.:· Ehd Vi jeiy Soni, 2ol<J, 

M0ti Sjnqh Bh0mi0 Ka P~Eta, JGhri Pazar, Jaipur 

Madhu Par~ek w/0 Shri Ashot Fareek, ~781, Matka 

K-J-B Ka Rasta, Johri Bazar. 

P21m.3vtar Jhalani f:/u 3hri Eirclhi i:'hand Jhalanj 

r/o 65/Jl4, Pr.:-tap rTagar, 2anganEr. 

6. f{uJa~~P Singh s/o Shd R.=ghu Nath Sjngl,, r/0 

Boraj House, F~ehan P0JE Bazar, Jaipur. 

7. Ms. Purnjma Sh~rma D/0 Shri N~nd Lal. Sharma r/o 

E-2J, Gokhle Marg, C-2cheme, Jaipur 

Docrdar~han fendra, Jaipur. 

l. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

• .Appl j cants 

Versus 

Union of InC!ja thrc.ugh th.; 2E=-cre-t.ary t.o the 

Govi:>rnment , Ministry (; f ana 

Br0aacaeting, Governwent of India, NPw Delhi. 

Prasaren Nigam, 

HouFe, New Delhi. 

The 

Doongari, Jajpur 

Hajra ~aib w/0 Shrj 

Ma nCl i 

Jhalane 

n a::: j m ::; a i t r / 0 3 9 7 8 , 

Jagannath Sh~h te Past~, Pa~ganj Bazar, Jaipur. 
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Mr.~ajendra Vai~h, C0un2el fer the ~prlicante 

Mr. Bhanwar Bagri, couns~l f0r the r~epcndente l to 3 

Mr. PrahJad Sjngh, c0une~l for r~epcndent No.4 

CORAM: 

OR DEF 

Per Hon'ble Mr. A.P.naar&th, Admini~tratjve M~mb~r ___ __..____ ----
Th~sE seven appJjcant~ are emrsnelJ~a as Caeual 

Pr0ducti0n Aeeietante in Do0rd2reh3n ~endra, Jaipur for 

'-
1.... of Informc:•tic·n and Bro.::cl:-2eting, rdris··~t·:•rat~· GE-nf?r.::.J. havE 

in b0ord~rshan vide Offi~e Memorandum dated 9.6.199~ 

(Ann.P.l) •. 'I'he guid1?J ines fc,r jrrrplf·mentinq the e:cheme wr::re 

The applicants eeet directions to the r~sp0ndente to 

regulariFe their services under the e~heme formulated for 

l!.1.2001 (All) by wJ·dch r-=-er .. :md.:>nt H.:·,.-1, Srot. H.s::r.= Z.:db,. 

·~ was 0rderea to be c0ne:jdered f0r regularie:ation. The 
I 

c=; J:'.' ~· l i ca n t s 2 ~ ~ k a E .::- J a r i n g t h i e c, r cl;? r cl c. t ~a l .::> • l. :? 0O1 a s 

null snd void ana tc be au5Ehed ana Pet-aejae. 

2. as aat 2cl 1::.1.2001 

h&E teen fjn5lly settled by an craer cf thie Ben~h of the 

iE reproduced as below:-

ft ... ,, ' 
,-~ 
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applicant's initial dete of ~ngagement, she 

should b~ consjdered for regularisation in case 

any of thoee engsged aftet her as C~eual 

Pre.au ct i 0n Assistants have already 

reguladeed. Her eligH:dlHy hae already been 

OM dated 12.1.2001 ana no question csn be 

ra.ised about her for 

r~gularisation. In case scme 0f the Casual 

Aesistante, aft er the 

applicant's initial engagewent, h~ve already 

been regularieed, then the Department shall 

consider the applicant's regularisation 

forthwHh. In case no iuniors have been 

to costs." 

3. In view of the settled le-gal p.:1sition insc·far 

~s this Tribune! is concern~d, this issue js no mere open. 

What relT'<'I i ne for .:-.:ine i cl.;r a U en j n the pree ent OA is the 

pray~r of the applicants f0r their own regul~risation 

against vacancies. 

4. 

that presently there i~ cnly ~ne r~gular vacancy of 

Production .1\esistant .=it D.:c.rclarf'.han I·:enc1ra, Ja1pur for 

which actj::::n. for reguJc.de.c,ti.:-·n is in r.1-.:·gri:;s~. I-1..:·wever, 

the learned counsel for the apr:.lic.snts subfilitted that 0n 

ana the appli .::·ants are wi 11 i ng t 0:· be ·~on::- i c'lere-d f.::·r their 

- - .. ---··--.,,.. .......-----
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rpgulerisation in any of the Kendrae. The learned counsel 

fer the respondents opposed this plea of the applicants on 

the ground that the SchemP of 1962 pr~vides only for 

regularisation of the Caeual Artists in a particular 

Kendra and that Artists of other Kendras . cannct be 

considered for regularisation against ·v~cancjes arising in 

a partil'."ular Kendra. I find that vide Anns.A4, AS and A6 

of the OA the respondents had t hemsel_ves sought 

willingness of the applicants for workjng as Casual 

Artj,~'t.s and ale-o indicated therein that their names were 

in the eligibility list pr~pared for their regularisatiori. 

Th~y were alFo asked to give their wjll:ingneE's, if they 

~ were prepar~a to be ccneidered for regularisaticn anywhere 

in India. The learned •:'C•unsel for the applicants submits 

that this was indication enough that the appUcants are 

eUgible f0r bl?ing regularif':?d ag.~dnE"t va 0:-ancieE' c·f other 

Doordarshan I~endras also. 'the learned counsel for the 

respondents sub~itted that nothing much should be read 

into these lines froJT1 the Senior Administrative Officer, 

Doordarshan · I~endrci, Jaipur as th:is was merely for 

compD::ing sorr•e :information and this <k•N' not create any 

---r rjght ln fa~.7our of the- applic.ante,. The ·learned counsel 

referred tc para vi) of the 'Office Meworanauw dated 

10.6.1992 (Ann.A2) in suppc·rt of hjs contention that the 

Casual Artists could be ronsider~a f0r regularisation only 

at a particular Kenara where they havi t~~n empanelled ae 

Cesual Artists~ 

5. I have . perused the gujdelines for 

; 1 t t . -1 mp_ emen a J •. n of the Schewe as the Office 

Memcrandum dated 10.6.1992. Para vi) of which reads as 

____ .. __ _ 
..... ~-~--- ---

- l\ 
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under:-

"vi) In case a cai::u.al Artist whc is being 

enl j st ea in the in the eUgible panel for 

regularisatjon at a particular Kendra, it-

should be eri~urea th;::it the number rjf days of 

his engagement at any other Kendra is not 

counted either for the or 

eligibility. Only the number of days he worked 

et a particular Kendra where he is being 

consia~red for .regularisation should be .taken 

into account and his eligibility and seniority 

should be fixed on the basis of his first 

booking at that Kendra cnly and not at any 

other Kendra." 

There is, of course, no doubt that the Casual Artist have 

a right tc· be considered for regularisation only by a 

particular Kendra whete they have been working pre~ently. 

There is only one vacancy at Jaipur. Thjs would mean that 

it wj]l take a number of years be-fore all the applicants 

could hope to be regulsrieed. In case, the applicants sre 

willing to be considered for regularii::ation by other 

Kendrae, H will n~quire ·their first being ewpanelled as 

Casual Artists jn those Kendras, but this conditon has to 

be read alongwith guidelines number v) as repraduc~d 

below:-

"v) The regularisat jcn of casual Artists in 

accordance wjth the scheme will be done orily to 

the extent of ~xisting vacancies and Phculd 

not, in any case, e:-:ce·ed that number. After, 
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all ·the vacancies have been filled up by 

cf .casual Artists no fresh 

engagement of casual Artists should be 

Obv j cusl y the j ntent ion of the · Govermnent was that this 
I 

. "-
scheme came into f0rce jn 1992 and no Casual Artjst~ w~re 

to be engaged after that. Now, jf the vacancies are 

.3vaDable in other Kendras, the· only course open t.:. the 

respcndents, as per the same scheme, is to rescrt to 

recruit inent frorr the market. As against this, cons id er ing 

Casual Artists who have been for long number of years in 

tt\e service« of the Department and wh0 are eligible. for 
~. 

regularisatjon in their own Kendra can certainly be 

considered for regularisation in other Kendras, where 

va.::anc i es are avi lable. Of course, for this purpol:'.e the 

Department. has· tc call for options fTom all such Casual 

artiete from all other Kendr~s end prepare eligibility 

ljst ·as per the guideline>e: relating to senjority and age 

relaxatjon laid acwn in the schewe for regularjsation. 

Whj]e admittedly the applicant~ cannot l . c _.a i.m euch 

regularisation as a watter of right_; keepjng {n ·mind the 

long years of service rendered by the> applicant ana 

siwilarly placed artists in other Dc1ordarehan Kendras, it 

appears to be the only reaeonable and just course ~f 

action to provide first oppcrtunity of regu1arjsation to 

such Ca sua1 Art i et s/PrcouC"t ion Ass j E\t ants a 1 ready working 

in casual capacity. 

6. In view cf the discussions as aforeeaid I 

consider it appropriate to direct respondent No.2, the 

Director General, Prasar Bharti that before reeorting to 

II 
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fro·m 0:pen marl:et L " . 

~'-' fill up the 

th<:? Casu.=i.l Artjst/Pr.:,clu:::tji:,n .7J..seietants worJ:ing in any 0f 

the D0:.c·rdarshan FEndr::.e: }n the c.:·untry, in caee they c.re 

anywh'='r€. After ha\'ing pr.:vidE'-(1 full ..:;pportunit; t..:· the 

~orking Casuel Artists, if the vacancies $till remain, the 

samP ~an he fjlJ~d up by the prb~ese 0f direct recruitment 

in the echeme for regularisation. The· 

resp.:·ndente are oiJ:;:;::ted t.:. etri.:·tly .::ibide l:.y their c,wn 

inet··uctionE' .:-.:.ntained in the ()ffice Mem.:,randum dc.ted 

CJ . . 
i 10.6.199:::' .:,f n.:,t engagjng .:in~· fr.:=e.h •:.::sual J'.rtists atleast 

tHJ rE·guL=.ric.:itir:·n cf the e:deting c.~eual Artiets have 

been fully ~0nsiderea • 

. · 
7. The o.n, is Clisr:·c,se.:1 .:;f wi t.h theee direcU one 

with no crder aa to c0ste. 

(A.P.NAGRA.TH) 

Adm. Mewber 


