
CQ^TRaL ADMIMlSTRAnyE TRIBUN AC P RIN CIP AL Bd^CH

0. a.Wo. 2253/1997
'  'K .

New Delhi: this the ^^5" ^ay of September, 19 98#

HO W »BL E n R. S, R. A Dl BE, UI C E CH Al f?l aW ( a) .

Promla Devi,
t/o Late Sh.Oaneshuar flistrij
^o-RZ-25^292, Gali No.4,,
Geatsnjali Park,
West Sagarpur,
New Delhi, » ..« Applicant^^

(By Ad^iocate: Shrt U, Sri \/asta\m)

Ifarsus

Union of India,

through . '

the Secretary,
ninistiy of Labour,
Go \/t,' o f In dia,
Wau Delhi. Respon dents,

(By Adwacate: ^ri R, V. Sinha )

Q RDER

HOW «BL E [»i R. S. R. API GE» \ll CE CHfll OT AW ( a) .

Applicant seeks ra engagement and grant

of temporary status^'

Adnittedly applicant had filed 0 a Wo.2 8 59/9

impugning the teuninatidn of her services in Duly,

19 90 by a vexbal order and seeking resngagement and

regularisation * That 0 a was disnissed ori merits

by order dated 21,4. % (Annexure™a2). Thereafter,

applicant filed Oa Nov 2145/95 seeking consideration

for appointment as a Casual Labour against freshers

and outsiders. That 0 a uas disposed of by order

dated 6,2,96 (Annexura^A^) with a direction to

respondents to consider and dispose of her

r^ resentation dated 7,5,95, Now applicant has Kime up
with this third 0 a,
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3, In their reply to this^^QLA"'^;^on daits

deny receipt of appli cent's r^ re sen tat ion dated

7®5«95a They also deny applicant's ax/eiment

contained in para 4»11 of this OA that she has

yorkad with thss on daily wages fjon 7,10,9 6

till 13,8,37 and cpntend that she uorked with

them, as a daily rated coolie only fioBi 7,*10,®6

till 7,11.9 6j uhish contention has not be^

challenged in any rejoinder*

4, In so Far as applicant's claim For

temporary status is con ce m e d» in neither of the

previous tuo 0 fts nor indeed in the present one

has she bee's able to establish that she has

put in the necessary nunber of days of CThtlnuous

..service po.r grsfst of temporary status trsder the

Casual Laboursrs(Grant of Tempo raiy Status &

Regular!satioo) Scheme, 1993, As regarc^ his claim

for raengagsnent, she hgs mentioned the nane

of three persons in para 4,^13 of her Oa uhOj she

states, were junior and outsiders and ware

engaged to her aKclusion, but re^ondants have

stated that they were engaged only for 90 days

in 1996 and 1997 for pouring water in office

ODolers during the sunraer season and their services

were dispensed with once the period was over

this avsOTsnt has also not been denied, in any

re jo in der,

5, In the result, this OA is disposed of

with the direction that subject to availability

of work when re;^ondents are considering engaging

casual labourers, applicant's case should also
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be considersd by thon in preferanca to outsiders

and those uith overall lesser length of pest
t^//v ^X>^c{' I vi-ihyi^t fi'jw 1

se r vi G0» ̂ No o) sts«,''

oLc,:

(  SoR. ADIGE
MICE CHAlf?lAW (a)

/ ug/


