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"It is, therefore, humbly and respectfully prayed that your lordships may

graciously be pleased to accept and allow this appeal and by an appropriate order

or direction:-
1) Respondents be direct to release the regular pension as regular
employee from 18.11.2003 and PL and Gratuity with interest 18%

per annum from date of superannuation 30.06.2020.
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i) Any other order or direction which your lordships may deem just
and proper in the facts and circumstances of the case to be also

passed in favour of appellant and in the interest of justice."
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"18. The petitioners who have been appointed in 2003 cannot claim

parity with those who have been appointed in pursuance of the advertisement
dated 15.09.1992 as those who were appointed in pursuance of the
notification were appointed in order of their seniority whereas, the
petitioners have been appointed in pursuance of the directions of the Court
ignoring the seniority of other persons who have applied for adhoc
appointment in the year 1992.

19. Respondent having taken recourse to regular selection was
competent to terminate the services of the present petitioners but the
petitioners have continued in service in pursuance of the interim order
obtained from the Court and thus their case cannot be considered to be at par
with those who were appointed on adhoc basis in pursuance of the
advertisement dated 15.09.1992. The argument of learned Additional
Advocate General that year 1993 was consciously fixed in the notification as
regular selection had taken place, has force since appointment under Rule 27
are made only on adhoc basis and once, regular selection has been made,
those incumbents do not have any right as such. The notification therefore
fixing the cut off date has a basis and cannot be said to be arbitrary.

20. Hence, we do not find any error in the impugned notification
dated 18.08.2006. The present writ petitions are devoid of any merit and the
same are accordingly dismissed.

21. All pending applications also stand dismissed."
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