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&central AOWINI strati l/E tribunal principal benchI.
Oa No. 2 670/1997

Nbu Dal hi: this tha ,22nd Sap tenber^l 9 98,

HON'BLE f^R, S, RoADIGE, vice CHAlRnAN(A)

sub ay Singh>
yo ^ri RLchhpal Singh,

sth^ri: Kard»puri.
03lhi»32

Appli cant,

(By Advccata: shri Qinash Kuroar)

Varsus

Co vt, oF National ran'ifai • ±.
through its SecratfS,' srntory of Delhi,
5, Shy am N ath daro,
Delhi -054,
o  _ Respondent No, 1

u. action OOfnmission

So„?fo'f'«XToToShr"°" D=«la3lonar,Nigao Bhauan, 1st floor,
Kashnare Gate, «_
Oalhi, Respondent No,2.(By Advocate: Shri Raj Singh-for R^2)

ORDERrOfff^t)

ligJi!Iak£ w B. S. R. <^„T r.r, m eg, nHal m ^ ,

(•Jpllcant impugns tha contampiated action
or raspondaots in taxminating his saraicas „.n.r.
25J11.97 andsaeks ragularisation as Ori «ar.

2. I have heard Shri olnash KUnar, counsal fPr
applicant and Shri Raj singh for Reapondant No.'2
(Election Qiramission of Oelhi)^

^PPs^rod for Respondent no.1
(Q3vt, of NCTof Oelhi)^

"• Shri Rej Singh states that applieant along
-1th othera .«ra appointed by Municipal Oorporation

Delhi and their sarvicas ^ra made available to
a action temmissioo under section 29 of the
representation Of People ,ct. ,9S0 . „e xpntahds
that Re^opuent Ro.2 (Qection Osmmission of Oalhi)
has no staff Of it^oxn and hence it is not possible
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for th,8m to regularise the applicant,

5.' On the other hand, appiicant«s ooonsel
that the applicant uas appointed by the

Municipal Cbiporetlon of Oaihi and contenda that
he ia an employee of Delhi Admlniatration. It is
not denied that after appointment of applicant in
0ecamber,l993 he had recelued payment of uagea f«m "
the MCO, as „ali Q,ut.,of Net of Delhi, and for a
time uhen his aeruicea uare uith Oiandlgarl.
Adainiatration, he had alao reoaiued uagea from
that administration alsoo"

ser^ce and Shri Raj slngh has atated at tl» Sar
that there ia no, immediate, threat of the applicanfa
oeruicea being, terminated.

On going through the pleadinga in tha 0,
ehile in Note of Head Qerk

- the letter pad Of mc( page 17 Of the 0,) it ia
mantloned that tha appii-ant ana „ .i,

-  " andothar daily uagera
'  a^ "ployed in Qeotion Oammisalonar.a Office
;; ''"" '"^'" ̂ ^"""-ta tPagelOofJ, A) to tha affect that the applicant uorKed aa
Orf-rrn Qaction Ormmisaion, <0 ut.- o f N CT o f Del hi
rtom Oecembero 1996 fn

to Fab rua IV»1Q 97 ch j .lyp 'yy?. shri Raj Singh
-.r points out that this certificate uaa gi „an
-  prteate capacity aa it bears no letter nnrbar.

IS alao a latter dated 16.7/96 { Annexure-C)
- O^nty secretary (Aden), aaction Drmmiaaion,
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Qovt.' of NCT of Delhi to the applicant that his

name has been sponsoTedby the Sub-Regional ^

EJnployment Officerj Onployraent Exchange Pusa, Neu

Delhi for casual job of Driver as daily yager^

and directing hire to meet that officer on 23,7,96o

In the facts and ci rcumstan ces of the case,if
Election Oimmission, Qovt. of NCTof Delhi does have
any p e im an en t .-vacancy in the post of Oriuer, th^y

^should consider the p rayer for regularisation
of the applicant in accordance ui'th rules and

instructions on the subject, strictly in his turn
as per seniority.' Meanuhile I note the statement

of Shri Raj Singh at the Bar that there is no
in.mediatB threat of teimlnatlon of the applloanfs
services^^ No oosts5

Jo {/\. Q
(  S.Ro/ioiG£ )
VICE CHfllRPlnN(A),
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