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THE HON'BLE MR, P.K. KARTHA VICE CH‘\IBMAN(J)
THE HON'BLE MR, B.N, DI-DUNDIYAL ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER '

U1 ihether Reporters of - local papers may be allowed to

-se@ the Judgment? s

s 20 ‘ro be referred to \the Reporters or mt?%




JUDGMENT‘GRAL) ,

(of the Bench delivered by Hon'ble Mr, P.K, Kartha,
Vice Chairman(J))

In these batch of applications. the applicants who
have worked as casual labourers in the Sports Complex under '
the Directoiate of Educatidn are clalmlng regularxsation of ,
-their services in régugqglﬁqétsﬁand fdt a direction that they -
be reinStatéd%andfbeipaidvéll édnsequential benefits includihg
back waéés. | . |
2, }és;cémmon qgesti9q§Voff}§w héve been raised in these
appii;a;ion;,.i; is Propqsed to{geal w}in them in a common -
Judgnent. e
3. At the'fiﬁétdf%éaﬁ{ssibgzof these applications,
ex-parte interim orders were passed directing the r§5pondents
to qops;défgéppéiﬁt;ﬁgffhé;apbljﬁants as casual labourers, if
vacancies were avai{ib}g,-ipip;gference_to outsiders., The
interim orders have the;QAEE;f géén @ontinued till the cases
waaﬁtakén up fo£*gé;r£;;fi;;a§fﬁz.e;; 8.1.1992,

4, | We have heard the learned counsel of both parties and
have gone throﬁéﬁ tnex£é§;¥dsﬁof fhesé cases, The respondents
have drawn our ‘attention to page3 bf'théir counter-affidavit
in which they-have stated ‘thatthey are taking steps to

regulerise the applicants who fulfil the follewing

requirements

(1) who is below the age of 25 years at the time of initial
S n engagement- "*4 LR e

(ii) . who has;got tontihu0u§ sérvice of“2 yeéars and has worke

for 240 days.in each year;




x(iii) Who~ is medicaily fit.

?ﬁhﬁi(iv)

ztntheﬁmomm _éxchangje". :

o et g two “'i’eé*rs.f%fe’*’éﬂgisié for regularisation in

¥R Lk accordance vuth the administrative instructions issued by

|
!‘, s . . V/'-, \
¥ L LT the' Department of" Personnel & Training. However, in a I

13 ;‘ngﬁgﬂﬁigaﬁQfﬁicatena of judgments delivered by the Suprene Court. the

el ,3v»_s'f;.Government nas been ulrected to regularise casual labourers
P - | “fhe

5 ; ' . who have worked for 240 days iﬂ s Ye°r°‘ The learned counsel

“i20 O the applicants also states ‘thit all the ap ncants before
- Q~-worked for more than 240 days and that they oo —

‘us. haveL been registered in. ‘the Employment Exchange before

< they: were engaged as’ casual labourers. s

Sl -;}r 6 A The Suprema Court has neld in its orders dated g
: 31:;10.1988 and 10.11 1988 in Writ Petition (C1v11) No.253 of 3".:
<3 1988 3 Prakasn Chand & Others Vs. Delhi Admim.stration and
EERE "{j Others tnat tne Flood and Irr:.gation Department of the
-*““‘-»Delm. Administration should frame & scheme for the
re‘gu’la‘risa‘tion of the "sef'rvi'c"es of all‘ petitioners and persons
:‘" o r‘-"s’iniila"r'ly' 'situsted who had béen mserv1ce “for more than one

Uit year e’ Until’ ‘s’uch".'a‘ scheme Wa's :":Bfeﬁé;r ed ‘and the question of

regularisation of the petitioners was considered in the light

S



gy (N

“

o

\<”7 =
=5 = | 7

of the scheme and final orders.were passed thereon by the

respondents, their services shall not be terminated,

 The Supreme Court_further.directed that the petitioners

'shall be paid with effect from. l ll 1988 the minimum salary

i

o payable to a person regularly appointed and- doing the same

0o 1 15.11.89 and 8. 1.1902

7.; . °1mllar orders ‘have been passeq[by the Supreme Court

in relotlon to the casual ldbourers employed by the Delh1
other o

Admlnlstratlon in tquert Petitions. (Writ PetltlorKCiVAI))

No. 779/89 SeN. Dewudl & Others. Vs, Delhi-Administration

’ Nos o~

& Others _,‘en_gmgg_,egq -830 . 0f 1989 = Muni Kam & Others Vs,
_Delhi Administration & Others).

8. In the light of the judicial proneuncements mentioned

drV‘

L e
above, theee applicetpnsand”the Mps»filed,thergg are disposed

of with,;he.followingeo;derefﬁnd directions;=

' (i)  _“Tpeﬁ;eegondepp§»g;gﬂg;;egped»to corsider regularising
?fﬁfpe_§ervi°?$,°f.th?,?P?;icint§=ﬁhgﬁb?¥?mﬂytvin service of
_“:249 da¥$‘iﬁ?ludi"9,?h?;;bFOKGDePe;iods)tashcasuai labodrers

“iﬁ ;egu;§;¥ppegg:cgm@epeg;ate!;ojphei;;qualifications and

exper;enee,:iT;llpthey dre.so regulérised, they shall pe
continued as eesual‘;apegre;s in the office in which they

haye)peenrpresently contirued pursuant 'to the interim orders

paseed by the I:ibunal,'ﬁln;gese:@ll of them cannot be

o
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‘accommodated in the same office, they shall be continued

Al SL"”arm.s:lng in the offices ¥ —
Ao : ‘in the existing or future vacanc;es[under the Directorate

ofiEducatron.

"?(ii) - In the facts and circomstancesfof~the"case; we

e

ey doﬂnot‘direct payment of back wages to the applicants. :
; R o : S {
- (143) The interim orders passed in these cases are hereby

made absolute.

(iv) The respondents are also restrazned .from making
' ulsx
fresh tecruitment of casual labourers or flllzng up ofz ost# in

: c‘Y/m the offices under the Directorate “0f Education ¥
- Group 'D' CdtegOIYLtlll the applicants have been regularised

and accommodated in regulsr posts.
(v) The respondents shall comply with the above dlrectlons

~within 3 perlodfof six months from the date of oonmunlcatlon of

- this order;

There will be no order as to costs;f ,
;j: ! 37 *\
Let a copy of this order be placed injgll ﬂhe eighti
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case files,
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(B.N. DHOUNDIYAL) (P.K. KARTHA)
MEMBER (A) VICE CHALEMAN(J)




