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 "■ : IN :iHE CENTRAL
PRINCIPAL B^MCH

T' CCT; ' , . . ' -?/■ O'Ellfl'

^  0^^. NO. 344/95
MA 508/1995

Nfew Delhi, dated the 24th March, 1995

Hon'ble Smt.Lakshmi Swaminathan, l\/ferRber(J)
HorDble 3hri K.Miithukumar, Member (a)

Sh.<aarvesh Kumar
r/o V a P.O. jawli,.
Distt. Ghaziabad (UP)

(By Advocate Shri a,K.Bhardwaj )
VS. „

1. Union of India 8. Ors through the
Secretary, _ r ^
Qovt ,of India, Ministry of xruOisaa^icn
and Broadcasting, New Delhi.

2. The Director General, _ , .
Deptt.of Advertising 8, Visual Publicity,
P.T.I. Building, Parliament Sti-eet,

Delhi.^

■  ■ Respoo-cients

(By Advocate Shri V .3 ,R. Krishna )

.0 R 0. £ .R (OaAL/i;:

(Hon'ble Smt.Lakshmi Sv-amindthan, Kfember j)

Ma 508/95 hos not been listed in the
'  y en "i;e-cord

cause list. However, this fi/H is/for interim re -lei
on the basis of the scheme dated. .iC.9.i9y3 1 rafaed

by the respondents v.ith regard to the con:irma;ion
of tempori^ry status of casual labouiers. The xnter^,;;-
relief claimed in the MA is the same as the .i:epre».

sentation made by the applicant to the resconus-nt-

dated ii.8,1994 (Aonexure £) of the 0 .a . Fne claim

of the applicant is that la tuj-fil' aha ...unCi.

prescribed in the scheme dated iC-y-iyyS. He states

■ that no-, reply has been received to this representatic
so-far.



T:

.2.; m have heard the ■leaxned couf!.s€l-\{©r

the parties and perused the re cords,

3» In view of the facts given in the ■

representation, this CK is disposed of virh a

. direction to the respondents to consider. the ■ /

representation of the applic«r.v dated

(rinnexure-E), in the light of. the scheme dated '
X.', 9. i 993 by passing a spe a k ing orde r „ ,1 ,h,i.? -

three months from the date of r-.ceipt of a cop-,
of this order,

4® 0ert.». is disposeo of as above tjo .order

as to costs.

.i. i:

(K,Muthukumar ) (Lakshmi SwaiiXFia-ehafi
Member (ri) .R^mb.er{ j) . .
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