
>: IN THii CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUmL
PRINCIPAL BEN::h, ICW DELHI.

Regn.Nos. (1) ^ Date of decision;08«Q1.1992.
(2) MP Nos. 276, 1825/91 in

OA 1682/90
(3) MP 277/91 in

OA 1683/90
(4) MP Nos. 278, 1826/91 in

OA 1684/90
s (5) in

OA 2317/^
(6) MP 1918/W in

OA 2361/90
I /(7) MP 2418/91 in
^ OA 2635/90

(8) MP 2417/91 in
OA 2636/90

(1) MP 275/91 in
OA 1681/90

Shri Kuldev Jha ..w^pplicant

Vs.

Director of Education,
Delhi Administrations. Another • Jlespondents

(2) MP Nos. 276, 1825/91 in
OA 1682/

Shri Vimal Kant Jha ....Applicant

Vs.

Director of Education,
Delhi Administrations. Another .Jlespondents

(3) MP 277/91 in
OA 16^/9Q

Shri Madan Pal •..Applicant

Vs.

Director of Education,
Delhi Administration &Another . Jiespondents

(4) 5 PJ/fh MP 1n

Shri Rajinder Jha ..Applicant

Vs.

Director of Education,
Delhi Administration 8. Another ..Respondents
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(5) llE_S98/9Xjn
^ .'O -^i::?- -lo'iv-

Shri Dina Nath Prasad & Others ••Applicants

1 Vs.

* Director of Education,
i^^Pft?j4rStrati^h/&\^no!the®-.;;;, <.<.:-;jV«ile'sponid[ents J

•; -j ^ 1918/^ in^.: ;• i; 'vj '̂ Ij: ;?-V:f •

Xnxt;;A..;stijri':Niranj^rv-iaM /Others-f'i-'••Applicants

Vs.

• b^>s. x .'ri.,-:; /^•;•rDi^ecti^•r^^o•f'••Eci•ueati6n• '̂'•''"'•
Delhi Administration & Another , Jlespondents

. ,, /vr.;N -U'.-.). .u,; . .i 7,..
(7) MP 2418/91 in

0?n263'57^ .jr,;--rv-

. . • .^..Applicant .

-i'S is;':./ C, ni.? •{< l:;-v-? Vs.-;.': - - -? •?•

Aoc>r^:;j ;;• direct0:Sv of'?^dycatip^n^j-.-
Delhi Administration & Another •Jiespondents

(8) MP 24j^/9I in
- 263d/^0

iC - , Shri Hoshiar Singh ••AbDlicant

•t0u ;?-e/JXf-Gi •dv'.Ki ',.'5 ,,p

Director of Education,
yeBeihi-^AHniihiLctratio^ir-^^ '4.Respondents

rs- jny Fot-the -Applicants'ih-^^Clj-^to^^C 8) a=fi6Ve^ "4 .Shri .D^R.Gupta,
Comsel

.::f 5:[^-i o^=Fbrvthe Respondents:ih (lj >t6^^^^ Ashoka Jain,
Counsel

THE HON'BLE MR. P,K. KARTtW, VICEyCpMB^jN(J)
THE HDN'̂ UE WR. B.N. DHXJNDIYAL, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER

1. Whether Reporters^of loc^i' fjapers may be allowed to
see the Judgment?

fM5.:c<^ ;:;v,i :,.-i.-.i• •TO,'b6 r®f:efred~to'^he.-Reporters of
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JUDGM£NT(ORALV

(of the Bench delivered by Hon*&le Mr« p*K« Kartha,
Vie® ChairiwnCJ)) £ ;

V In these batch of applications/ the who

have workW cas!^I ^^urers in the Sports G^pplex un^r

we Directorate of £duca^ regularisation'of f

service* in regular posts and for a direcH^^

f be reSiastatfd and paid all! consequential benefits including

/>back wages, yv; -

2® As coi^n questions of law have been raised in these

applications, it is proposed to deal with them in a coacaon

judgment* :•

3o At the tinie of admssion ^ thes applications^

ex-parte ihterim orders were passed directing the respondents

to consider appointing applicants as casual labourers, if

vacancies were available, in preference to. outsiders. The

interim orders have thereafter^ert contiiwed cas^

taken up for h^alri^g;8,l.l992, ^̂ •

4. We h^ve heard the learned counsel of^^th parties and

have gone tl^Jugh the record^^^ The respondents

have dravffi our attention: tO; pag^ 3 of their counter-affidavit

in which they have stated.that the^ are taking steps to

regularise the applicants who fulfil the follarwing

irequirements;-' •/v: •'4'.•

(i) who is below the age of 25 years at the time of initial

V^ of 2 ye^rs and has worlce<
for 240 days in each year;

-•
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•5-.^•'"Who''14m^kiicilly;fit;'^

^r"whdsi^li^rlcissatisfabtbry;and

\applicantsarecontinuingascasuallabQurers

byvirtueoftheinterimorderspassedbytheTribunal,

Suchofthosec^suari^^wtohaveworkedfor240days

;^cHriritwbyearsaj^eligiblefoi*^r^^in

accbi^anCe^idththe^dmiriStratiWissuedby

th^Depai:tiii%ntofJ^rwhHowever,ina^

catehffofjadgiiientsdeiivered^!%theSupremeCourt,the

'Governmenthasbeendirectedtoregularisecasuallabourers

whohaveworkeaior240daysinayear.Thelearnedcounsel

fiJr^eapplicaii^^^thatalltheapplicantsbefore
C^viOTkedformorethan240days,andthattheyct^

%'̂hfev^be§nriri^^tEnploymentExchangebefore

i>'m'

'f*

v^th0y#ereertgaged

;•x;;c£V••''pie'stiprfeBoaCbtfirt-haitsordersdated

^-3X'̂ndloviiii^No,253of

"'1988-i'FrakSshl:ifhand^Administrationand

•ni^FloodandifHgatio]3epartiaentofthe

'beihiAdministrationshouldframeaschemeforthe

;-regularisatibnoftheservicesofallpetitionersandpersons

,x.-simiiai'iysituateinserviceformorethanone

y%ar.'UhtllscKeniewaspreparedandthequestionof:

regularisationofthepetitionerswasconsideredinthelight

,•
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Of the scheme and final orders wfre passed thereon by the

» their seryipes shaU not be terminated,

that the petitioners

shall be paid with fff^ct f^om^l minimum salary

payable to a person regularly api^ijit^ and doing the same

kind of wrk in the (tepartment.

7 ^ w u on 15.11.89 and 8,1.190^Similar orders have been passe^^by the Supreme Court

^ laboyreyS;, employed by the Delhi
other ^

Administration ^n tw^l^rit Petitions (Writ Fetition(Civil))

No. 779/89 S.N. Dewidi & Others-Vs. Delhi Administration

. ^ Mun4,Ram& Others Vs.

Delhi Administratioa a Others) ,

. "the Judicial pron^ mentioned

Of with the follpydng orders and directions;-

=.i; 4V'v to Cftrelder regularising
j ^ ,wh9, ^ In service of

• ,|5r9ken,periods)sa lalrourers
, •^®9ulsr posts ^coranensurate to .their qualifications and

experience. Till they are so regMlar;ised, they shall be

=^^l='»"rexs in the office, in which they

^htinu^ pursuant,to,the interim oiders

, Of them cannot be
• OC—
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accommodated in the same office, they shall be continued
^arising in the offices

in the, existing or future vacancies2[under the Directorate

of Education*

* (ii) In the facts and circumstances of the case, we ,

WdP n0t direct payiaent of back wages to the applicants.

(iii) The interim orders passed in these cases are hereby

made absolute«

(iv) The respondents are also restrained .from making
regular^ "

fresh recruitment of casual labourers or filling up of2posts in
^^^n the offices under the Directorate of EducationGroup 'D' category^till the applicants have been regularised

and accommodated in regular posts.

(v) The respondents shall conply with the above directions

•within a period of six months from the date of communication of

this order.

There vdll be no order as to costs.

Let a copy of this order be placed in all the eigh

case files,

(B.N. DHOUNDIyKl) (P.K. KARim)
MEMBER (A) VICc CHAIFJAfVN( J)

RKS


