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In the Central AdministratlvB Tribunal
Principal Bench, Neu Delhi

Raon. Nos.;

1^ 0A-1790/B9

Shri Lakhan Singh & Ore. •••• Applicante

Date: 22.5.1990,

.... RespondentsUnion of India through
Secretary» ninistry of
Coipnjunications A Ors,

for the Applicants

f or, the Respondents 9 :

••;^; J.'̂ 0'A-20'Z^9'• V^
Shr i Sureah Chand'& Or s« :

Union of India itiripugh;
Seer etary» Rlnistry of
Cotpmunicat iohs A I^r s

For the Applicants

For Respondents 1 & 2 . '

For Respondent No«3

•, • , Smt, Rani Chhabra» Tidvocat^

• •••V Srat, Raij Kumari Chopra^ v
';^:''.'-"'-Ad\;ocate-.

,, Applicant s

.Respondents ':

Smt, Rani Chhabrat Advocate
,. , %••;.•••• ••.. ; ,•,•.• .. .. .-••V,.--

Shri P.P, Khurana, Advocate

Smt. Raj Kumar i Chopr^t
Advocate.

3. OA-2139/89

Shri Subhash Xhander Sharma Applicants
& Another „ - ^

. \ £sma •. *,:
Union of India through ,,,,
Secretary, Ministry of
Communications A'^Ors, "Jl - -

For the Applicants' «••• Srat, Rani Chhabra, Adv'bcate ;

ror 'R.ospona;«qt;s^&|2,^^ , P,^ Khurana|f3id;voclt.4^
and 6- V

Respondents'

F or Respond ent s ^3 and .7a1 Smt.^eaj Kumari c'hopf^;^"^ '
Advocate ^,7 J „

I

0^7^4.-,o^«oo/89v^r-'-4' . - •ir'r ^_ ,Vr - ;*:: "j-
Igy -or

#11

Shri Sat end er Kumar..& Ors. ,,,, Applicants

-i, : Versus -. mmm

for ;^hB Applicant8^^^^ Smt* Etani*Chhabra*^ Advocats

- i.v'f - "shri P.P.v Khurana.-.^dvoc^ta.^
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5. bA-2234/B9 uith CCFL 209/89
Shri Vijay Kumar 4 Ors, #,,. Applicants

-'- >'i:.i u '^.-U-ar.^us.f^V-j'C

Union of india, thr^pugh.j,., \RjBsppnd ^ts
;•• SecrBt'aryy ;Ministry" oP' "••'''/• \
Cofnniunicjation?/

€• 'i:..'.'.'

':yS^-K.X^

^.'''^R'ani;^:EhhabTa»''''fldvoca'tHB'^^
For the Respondents Shri P. P, ;Khurana^ Advocate ^

"''• 6, OA-2369/89^:'/•••r----•

.'w

Shri Chandra Parkash & Ors...V. Applicants

Versus

Av!: • Hnion pf 5nd ia throiigh • - ,.,, Respondent s ^
Secretary, riinistry ofTel,^

.pptBmunications '

a- «:yoU.^^«i^.itl^eL-fipp^^ «--i;. #i ^•,•Smt.5;Renl•:;&hhabra, •TVdvbc^li/--^
F^r ^he Respondents ^ ,. ,^;,v ;|^i'

N

- ^

&

.C:iri fVi'iO' •.-. ••' £•

:_,VU •"£2Si!lJ Shri .P, K. Kart!i4^:Mc:'g|hf|rin^
• ^ Shri O.K. Chakr^wprtyj,,PleimbiBr^

ifS '

an 0 1 ft.ib;-)/: 'V;; ': -11

n£

(judgement of the Bench d(Olivered by Hon*ble
Shri P^^K, Kartha^ Vice-Chairman)

1 --"rv

In this batch of applications filed by the Casual

Labourers employed in the Telecommunication Projejiii:?.under A

^ _the Djgartment„ot- Telecommunication8»«:ic:on)mon\qUB8tions of-.

lau have been raised and it is proposed to dispose them

A- £j-i > /

* """•s

^ - uorkerf'xn'^tht SatllUIt*'Project'firgaii^salf^on wHich is.,'an '
^ ^ y

applications^ have



•\

k

:V • . -•y

- 3 ^ %

All of them arefucirknien uithin tile meaning of Industrial

Qisputes Act, 1947 and, are e^ to .the, protection of.

Section 25F of the Industrial Disputes Act,

3, • - The services of the applican t s- have bssn tsmiinatBd-

on the pieia that the work has ieither decreased,or on

completion of the project# there is no need for casual

labourers.. it is in ihe abowe background that these :

appl ications hsiye laeaPv iled^^ er Sec tion

19 of the Ad rainieratiueXribun^^s^^ Some emplpyees
{who, are similariy!^^uated I but.^jprkiin^ other

departments of teiecommunicailortSf ^ urit • ^

. in the Supreme Court which is still' pendind "

(Urit Petition'fo;^i^9/89 Narpfcani Ooshi >

Union of India A Others), The Supreme Court has passed

an interim order dated 7th Wg/j 1989 in CnP-9453/89 filed

in the aforesaid urit petition to the effect that the >
•. «.••:•. *•.'••••—. •. : . -«• • .n •t-.'v: ••••, . . .-i 'it- . • • . • . • . • ••. t/- ;• " • ...•..

services of such of the petitioners uho uere working on

17th| Way» 1989, shall not be terminated pending the

rjiear4ng and'final disposal of the writ petition,

,4,. ,>^;another "batch of writ petitions filed in the '

Supreme Otheri Vs. Union of India &

TtJ Others), the Supreme Court, has^.passed^a final ^ord«r on ^•

17th"April, t990^ wherein it was obsBTrved ithat'the

I Oaily-l-^red-Caiifal Labour •
rouBt be'̂ takXtr

to apply2|pjn>a petitioners; - In. view' ofv-this, the^Supr/em»'

Court Idir^S. as railW- ~ ^
^ - , ', , V -3S'

^ --irf - - t
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continuouslV worked for more than one year ^
in the TelBcom Department and this should be

done within six months from nou. After the

. ,. .arational basis,; the -

:' • • claim of the petitioners in terms of the scheme
s "'.V--vif: nj , VoV /-.li:w.,^r j :r; 3 :; •. i-or^a'.•/•;>;• ;•: . ^ • , , • . ,

Should be worked out. The writ petitions are

^ispos^ of aceordingly,*'
5. Ths Supreme Court has also paissad the follouinq

- ' ' : ^ in CUP-23751/88 in UP»3p2/8 6 on 2S^rS^I 988 uh:il e""
;^*-^fivihg^exten^M|̂ ^^Timrt)y"^ix'-^

•'; - ian^ btb"'•:'' •••••,' . '•
to comply With its'order dated October, 1987 in the Case >

-;X-'.-.nc ''lEna'-;I'iT'vo v.-••-;-}•• •'•.'• • .; . /,,; ;
' •'of aaily-rated ^'Casual 'labourer'sSi- . .•^^•^•••

;;V:: is .ie^m tn^ n^eantime, n^ in respect of uhom

: ! ; ^^e ord^r dated Octc^8r, ,198T^has bean parsed by •
this Court, shall "be discharged from service,"

6, In the light of the aforesaid orders passed by the

Supreme Court and the non-comoliance with the provisions

of Section 25F of the Ij^idustrial Disputes Act, ue are of
'' ^ •jj.)

the opinion that the tarmination of services of; the

applicants for any reason whatsoever, is not leoallv

sustainable, Ue, therefore, set aside and quash the

^ orders of termination in 0A-.1790/89, OA-2072/89, OA-2139/89,

- ' OA-2200/89, OA-2234/89 and OA-2369/89 and direct that bh©

^.applicants shaif be reinstated in service within a pariod ~
^;7'^'r'T'

- of three months from the date of communication of this /

They may jsa engaged as Casual Labourers»as far ks

*' ' possibl#^ at the place where they had worked Bar£ia||^C

failing which they should be accommodated in vacanc-iea

^ existing ahyuherjar-elsel ififcrT India, where the respondents

t^air^offices, ^ ^ ^ ^
-i;,:--v: -:

*'t ^
dfeaw' 5-- fi^ " '-5^



qj-

7. ftfter reinstating them, the respondents shall

\ consideV regularising their services in accordance Mith

thejschame ^pri^parjad by^ theira,^;they e

they shall 'be^: p^^ the minimum pay in the pay-scale of

reguiariy employed workmen in the respective posts,

in t hie f act 8 and circumstanc es ^he •caset we

do not direct payment of any back wages to the applicants.

9. CCP«209/89, in 0A»2234/B9; In this

petitionets have l^leged that the respondents did not

comply uith the interim ord er ^a^ed :by ^
7.11,1989 to the effect that if the services of the

applicants had not already been terminated, their serv ices

"shall not be; terminated^ The respondentS ihave^^^

the reply filed by them that the order passed by the

- Tribunal was served on them'on 8,11,1989,"^ The services

of the ^petitioners except 3hrl Vijay Kumar» had been

dispensed with by a notice dated 3,11«1989»uhich was
r- P- -a, •irr ^ f' ^

tsefore the data of the interitn order passed by the

Tribunal.U.ln^ths circumstances mentioned by the
~ 4r»"isy54--lr>^ f ii

' x1ispon'dent^s»^ue cannot" hold that they have" deliberately
<• 31.

j ^ ' and wilfully disobeyed"the!|.interim order passedJby the isi

~ .tV 4 - I "y-^

SIX cas

'•>-4. .-9 v^t
• •

m^m

mfmmmm

8 order 'ba piai^wthe
St ' S.V •>•"%» • -f ^ V r . -

d'nn the ,f ile r elat ing'-^tofCCP- 209p;g
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