SLP(C)No. 11637 OF 2001
ITEM No.203 Court No. 1 SECTION XIV
A/N MATTER

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) N0.11637/2001

(From the judgement and order dated 03/08/2000 in CWP 4229/00
of The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

UNION OF INDIA Petitioner (s)
VERSUS
UMARO SINGH RAWAT & ORS. Respondent (s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report )
( For Final Disposal )

Date : 23/08/2002 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.B. PATTANAIK
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.G. BALAKRISHNAN

For Petitioner (s) Mr. P.P. Malhotra, Sr. Adv.
Mr. A.K. Raina, Adv.
Mr. B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Mr. Sanjay Parikh, Adv.
Mr. A.K. Misra, Adv.
Mr. R.R. Chandrachud, Adv.
Mr. A.N. Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
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(Signed Order is placed on the file.)
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
CIVIL APPEAL NO. OF 2002@@

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
(arising out of SLP(C) No. 11637 of 2001)

Union of India ... Appellant
VS.
Umrao Singh Rawat & Ors. ... Respondents
ORDER@@
EEEEEEEEE
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Leave granted.

Union of India is in appeal against the judgment of
the Central Administrative Tribunal which has been upheld by
the High Court in dismissing the writ petition filed by the
Union of India. The controversy that centres round this case
has already been answered by a judgment of this Court in the
case of Union of India Vs. Mohan Pal & Ors. reported in 2002@ @
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(4) SCC 573. In view of the aforesaid decision of this Court
holding that the Scheme of offering temporary status is
(10 ] P scheme, the impugned order of the
Tribunal as well as that of the High Court cannot be
sustained. Those two orders are, accordingly, set aside. The
Original Application filed by the respondent before the
Tribunal stands dismissed.

In view of the above, the appeal is allowed.
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(G.B. PATTANAIK)
........................ J
(K.G. BALAKRISHNAN)
New Delhi;
August 23, 2002.
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