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- couTRAL ACMINISTRATI VE TRIBUNAL PRIV

CoP No, 167/98

\ N
Op No.43B/96

New Delhis this the & dcenbers 19995

HON?BLE MR, Se Re ADIGE, VICE oial AN () o
HONSBLE MRS, LAKSHAI SugINaTHAN, AmBER(I). j ‘

Mrs, Darshna Wo Sh.Meha singh, ;
Ro H=235,3.].00lony, Do
Wezi mpur

Delhi 000e0 mpliC@to

(8y adwcate: Shrl U, srivastava)

Versus wonl

16 shrl Po.WeJdal Krishany
thief Secretaty,
v Govt, of NCT of Delhi,
5, shyan Nath Margy
pelhi- 54 .

2p g‘op oKou'@g aly
ol rector Genaralp
NCC Directoratep
R K. Purem,
Uast BIOCkﬂ'I \’9 Delh1°'66 00090 Re&pﬂﬂdm‘%&

(8y adwecates Shri UWmel ROyeproxy for shrl Holo 33@)
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Heard both sides on C.P.NO. 167/98 ol eging
contum acious nonoimplemmtation of the Teibungl

order dated 1.5.97 in 0a No,436/96 filed by @pucg@@ .

2, By the asforesald order dated 1:5.57 ﬂeeao‘ﬂ-é‘é‘;;f«,i{:; f

were directed

1) consider resng=3ing pplicent in afe‘?'efé%?"";" .
to juniore /Preshers wherever thoro wes C’”‘ o
need for casual 1gbourers

-41) scrutinise the rol gugnt racords o scc
if pplicent had worked for GOToE thep

240 days in oy of the periods claﬂ:.mﬁ’ .
by her gnd consider grenting har
tenporary status in tems of thg ochf;:g
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o 2@
fo raul ated by G0I vide Memo dated 10,5.9%

3 as regards (1) sbove respondents in thelr
reply affidavit has stated that no person junior
to pplicent has been  engzaed by thedy and thie
quament has not deen successfully rebuttod by
pplicet. Respondents also state that uvharover
ghy casual w0k shall arisep pplicant shal Bo

given preference in her category to othares

4, as regards (i1) aboves respondents have
stated that upon scrutiny of records it s sad
that epplicent has not compl eted 240 days in 0y
p articul ar yeal ghd has not done ony wo %k with
respondents after 1990, Tis avement has also not

been succegssfully rebutted by @plicatd , o

S, In the result the C.P 1is disnissed &hd

noti ces are dischargeds
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( MRS, LAKSHMI SWAMINATHM® ) ( s.R.a0IC

memeeRr(I) UICE cH Al B Al | p &
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