
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CIVIL APPEAL NO.          OF 2026
(Arising out of SLP (C)No.______OF 2026)

[Diary No. 4149 of 2026]

UNION OF INDIA                              Appellant(s)

                                VERSUS

   SHILPI GUPTA ETC.                            Respondent(s)

O R D E R 

1. Leave granted.

2. We have heard the learned counsel appearing for the

parties. 

3. The appellant challenges the common judgment and order

dated 12.06.2025 passed by the High Court of Delhi at New

Delhi in W.P.(C) Nos. 15405 of 2024, 15727 of 2024 and 5367

of 2024 titled “Union of India & Anr. Vs. Shilpi Gupta etc."

4. We are of the considered view that the interest of

justice would be best served by disposing of the present

appeal in the following terms:

(i) It is not in dispute that the respondent(s)

have been working in different capacities over a period

of time commencing, at least, from 26.01.2012. 

(ii) In the year 2023, the terms of engagement

were  altered  by  the  employer,  i.e.  the  appellant

herein. 

(iii) Aggrieved  thereby,  the  private
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respondent(s)/employee(s)  approached  the  Central

Administrative Tribunal (for short 'Tribunal'), which,

vide  order  dated  26.04.2024,  while  allowing  the

Original Application issued the following directions:

"(i) We  hold  and  declare  the  engagement  of  the  applicant  as

Stenographer  Grade-D  on  ad-hoc/contract  basis  with

intermittent break, as arbitrary and violative of the provisions

of Articles 14 and 16 of the Constitution of India;

(ii) Consequently, we direct the competent authority amongst the

respondents to pass an order for the regular appointment of

the applicant as Stenographer Grade-D with effect from the

date of her initial appointment/engagement i.e. 22.11.2012.

(iii) To  fix  the  pay  of  the  applicant  as  a  regular  Stenographer

Grade-D  on  22.11.2012  and  grant  annual  increment(s)  as

admissible,  and also to  consider her for promotion/grant  of

benefits under ACP/MACP scheme(s) as per the extant rules

and instructions in this regard; and further to award her other

entitlements such as leave, medical  cover etc.  besides the

rest of the consequential benefits arising out of this order."

(iv) The appeal assailing the same, preferred by

the employer, stands dismissed in terms of the impugned

judgment and order dated 12.06.2025. 

(v) We  are  inclined  to  interfere  with  the

impugned  judgment  to  a  limited  extent  that  the

respondent(s) shall be deemed to have been regularized

with effect from the date of the order passed by the
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Tribunal, i.e., the Central Administrative Tribunal. 

(vi) For the purpose of  inter se  seniority, the

respondent(s) shall be placed at the bottom of seniority

list of the cadre as it existed on the said date. 

(vii) The appeals are, accordingly, disposed of. 

(viii) Pending  application(s),  if  any,  shall  also

stand disposed of.

  ......................J.  
       (SANJAY KAROL)      

...........................J. 
                                     (AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH)  

   

NEW DELHI;
March 19, 2026

3



ITEM NO.33               COURT NO.11               SECTION XIV

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) Diary No(s). 4149/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  12-06-2025
in WP No. 15405/2024 12-06-2025 in WP No. 15727/2024 12-06-2025 in 
WP No. 15367/2024 passed by the High Court of Delhi at New Delhi]

UNION OF INDIA                                     Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

SHILPI GUPTA ETC.                                 Respondent(s)

(IA  No.  42585/2026  -  CONDONATION  OF  DELAY  IN  FILING,  IA  No.
42586/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT)
 
Date : 19-03-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KAROL
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AUGUSTINE GEORGE MASIH

For Petitioner(s) : 
                   Ms. Archana Pathak Dave, A.S.G.
                   Mr. Kamal Digpaul, Adv.
                   Mr. Aman Jha, Adv.
                   Ms. Chitrangda Rashtravara, Adv.

Mr. Abhishek Jain, Adv. 
                   Ms. Sweksha, Adv.
                   Mr. Santosh Ramdurg, Adv.
                   Mr. Yogesh Vats, Adv.
                   Mr. Shreekant Neelappa Terdal, AOR             
For Respondent(s) : 
                   Mrs. Rashmi Chopra, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Puneet Rathi, Adv.
                   Mr. Shahrukh Qureshi, Adv.
                   Mr. Abhaya Nath Das, Adv.
                   Mr. Yogesh Sharma, Adv.
                   Ms. Sonika Gill, Adv.
                   Mr. Kishor Kumar Mishra, Adv.
                   Mr. Satyendra Kumar Chauhan, Adv.
                   Mr. Prashant Kumar, Adv.
                   Ms. Sarita Verma, Adv.
                   Ms. Monica  Goel, Adv.
                   Mr. Gourav Dixit, Adv.
                   Mr. Abhay Singh, Adv.
                   Ms. Shubhangi Pandey, Adv.
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                   Ms. Swati, Adv.
                   Mr. Satish Kumar, AOR
                   
                   

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

1. Delay condoned. 

2. Leave granted. 

3. The appeals are disposed of in terms of the signed order. 

4. Pending application(s), if any, shall also stand disposed of.

(DEEPAK SINGH)                                  (ANU BHALLA)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                        COURT MASTER (NSH)

[Signed order is placed on the file]
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