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1, Lahari Singh.
S/o ShIPiara Lalj
Hishnora, .
iO Kheri Mansingn,
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2, Ajmer,
S/oTeluraffl,
Hishnora,
10 Kheri Wan 5>ingnp
Silhindrii'
Karnai^
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3. Jaimal,
-  ̂ • ■S/o Dharam Singh,' >

R/o Village Sanhora, |
Kheri Wan Singh,
Karnal, ij. '
Haryaiai

4. Prem Cha^i
^ ̂Saga! 3
Distt.^ 8. Tehsil Karnal^
HaryanaH
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So" Balkishan^

R^o Vilta^^^olgarh
tehsil Kamal

Haryana. *
(BY Advocate Sh.Anis Suhrawardy)
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U Union of India
tbipough its _
Ministry of Agriculture
K
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rishi Bhgvan

Ne w Ese Ihi,

2. Indian coureil of Agricultural Resoareh
Krishi Bhavan
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«  <; .r^arcane Breedi*^9 Institute,3. Sugarcane ^ Aqricultural R^se
(Indian Council of Agric
Karn a 1-132001.

til

Rr^fonlTceatred^ilar. council
of Agticul^al Research).
Karnal- 132D01.
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5 Dlwan Chatid.S/o Dharam ChanOo T„c+itut©. ^Sugarc^e ^.^/^^^irjcultural Research)
(Indian Council o 9 Respdnd®"*®-
Karnal^l320Ol.

V (r ■'

/  A'
■A'iA A

' : -fr A'A
Air-
M-:.

• ;#-

■'.rci ■ ■-
'U-V .3^

ft . - -"':
.  " ■« ft

ft ft?ift:v' '
"ti

U/^ ■ ft:.  ft-f ■ ft:' ,.

(By Advocate: Shri A.K.SilO'i)
jisasiffi—

The applicants who are Cas<jai
working in the Indian Council of

Agricultural Research (EAR), had initrali
Tiled OA 1709/94 and OA 1215/^6 against
dla-engagementJ After hearing both parties
with their consent both the OAs vwro ft
disposed of by order dated 14/9ft93 with , |^
a direction to the respondents that sub joe t gj .j

.1 Ksmv of work in the Sug£C!t^:«r!■ ft.
to the availability oi wux
Breeding Institute. Regional Centre/ S®, .
Karnal. the respondents wiU consider :|

nr. ant s as C asu al Labcurors -engagingthe applicants as oasu

in preference to outsiders and thosa
persons with overall lesser length of
service I

2  In tte background of that OS
these applicants were re-engaged for a ^

s M rr>T» :te asonal/^^specified period for seasons / _
1  /,# .m-skilled nature otftft:;- , :'. :agricultural work 0^ ft ,

•v.
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.  .., Farorone such specimen re-eW3«®®^^
J  re spondeiwt s .,«5u^ ̂ Lshar i ̂  • ■■•■ ■■ -
^  tetter issued to Applicant No^l^hrx ^ ^ ^^  r«^ the period 'i

letter rss«».

.  V ,

•  .>4;

J  ORil^^S engaging nm i"rdated 28.12.9 9 ^ i. Upon the
12,3.^96 to 19^.96 Is st Ann -
pepiodof re-ngapea.ent coa.inp to an
to lack of continued «ork. these appl^ent.
lave filed this OA now SPekin. regular Is at.on

i  of their engagement with retrospective offocbe have heard ShrlAnls Suhrawardy ,
AoKoSito^i forfor tV® applicants and Shri AoK,
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During hearing Shrl Suteawacdf | j
l;,ued that vhlle tlw appliP snts «ere h^9 :]|: S:

to tfeoa^ n«< Junior to ttSjB

appcirftea
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=  :■ ,: -y . ■foP security duties and later on shifted

field work.-NO eases or Particulars of .nv
person «ere, however, mentioned^ ^ ^
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♦ <on we note that Shrl Suhrawardy W ,.| .comectioo, vW n jp OAs
also appeared for the applioants . ,

^-tenrkCied of by Ofd^r -r. ^and 1213/95 which were disposed ^ Y ;
14.M956upre) but no such argument had bean
pressed by him at that time, ;
Respondents* counsel Shrl Sikri has coj . .
this argument by stating that the persons-  ... appoiBtod. yMv
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referred to by Shrl Suhrawardy were
„nnjy years before tvw present applios^ts a«4Z tlwreafter regularised and Cpoted f^^ |,y,aecurlty duties, but subse<Foentlybe=au^t..p^
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acted out to piivs^®unork was contracxBu
rendered surpltis

•t>Hec;0 persons were r®

^  ";r;ceUeduPontodUc...®-duUe.
h elsed that tt« aPPlisents beingHe has emphas tteosslvos «ithCasualbabourets camot coopar
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the regular employ®®^ ^
«4- o •»« T ;s 1<5 frOd'je^^SS- ■<■ '. i:I„the absdnce of ahf »aterxaU .r ^
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1 .ised and subsequently deputed f«: .v«e re re gu lar ise ^ ^ f ^
,* duties'^ and inti« HgM. °f v.securWyduti . . ...a »v.4„ patttsul»::| .
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of the applicants to have pr
OA 1709/94 ar4 OA IZ-^/argument at the time «hen OA 1709/^ ^

1  +ha+ this arguuiefiO i>--»«are heard, it is clear that thi ^9
an after-thought, and has no basis.

« reiteration that.  It reqaix®s no reiterat .
1  ;,fiainst regular+ 4rt«r an be made only againsx y
I  5- inq regu lor is -io» 'orOYided ti^ persons claiming r g

f llY eligible in accordance with rula..
"lisper oft'^^rment Ih the : « ; , ;TWhre is not even^ whisper ox/^®TnSr® ^ , n:- • .v- .

, ■ X Vv*t .^p 235^ ' 'I?;' ■'■■ , ••■applice«ts' piealings that there are .
.  <5.,r,arcane Bre^dfeg l:3ouiV4.^■.: .■---f'-'-'^i^Trthe necessary

it is assertad that the respondchi? •,-No doubt, ic IS <30
__ nrs^ad iflC] rairtS'S'.t'
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a . new Farm, knom as Breeding fora. ■have opened a new rarnu, . 4:;uhAV6 *-• '•no. this content ion has been denied by «
.epondents fn their reply to which the. i. .■■,• 'H:

.^35 ;;00 rebuttal in the rejoinderm
I4rants have beenTl» applic«*ts havBxne — . {

3 ny case to establish that while tW a.,oat any ca ^rijv tCi . _

being disengaged, tbe persons
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.  i +4ft«iThe iropum®<^ f3a: aavcharge of discrlninatiooj Tha uopugcharge ox ux^v-a.^

learly specified that the appliea^^^®letter clearly specxix
9 t A a? ?^rv fn I a-.;:
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^^ngaged on purely seasonal/eccaaional
agrlitural wnrh of unsUUed nature. Shri SiUri

woru for uhich ti. applicants can,e retained, and in ti. absence of any .or. ihr
«e cannot cocpel the responderts to retain th«
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applicmts on their roUS
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g  This OA tt«refore warrants no
^ T+ 4c dismissed. Interim order-;interference.^ It is disraisi"

vacated forthvd.thl No costs
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