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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUMAL \/
PRINCIPAL BENCH, NEW DELHI.

Kegn.Nos. (1) MP 275/91 in  Date of deCIs:LomgS,Ol 1992,

(1)

(2)

- (3)

(4)

OA 1681/90

(2) MP Nos. 276, 1825/91 in
‘OA 1682/90

(3) MP 277/91 in.
OA 1683/%0

(4) Mp Nos. 278, .1.826/91. in

OA 1684/ -
., (8) MP 2298 9L in

OA 2317790 -
(6) MP 1918/91 in
OA 2361/9%
/(7)'349 2418/91 in
OA .2635/90
(8) MP 2417/91 in -
OA 2636/%

MP_275/91 in
OA 1681

Shri Kuldev Jha S seeApplicant
Vs.

Director of Education,
Delhi Admmstratmn & Another « Respondents

MP Nos. 2'76 1825 91 in
1682 v
Shri vimal Kant Jha o essApplicant
Vs,

Director of Education,
Delhl Administration & Another e sRespondents

MP 277/91 in
1 0 :

Shri Madan Pél . ' eseApplicant

Vs.

Director of Education,
Delhi AdmInIstratlon & Amother ,.Respondents

MP 2785 915 MP 1826z9l in

Shri Rajinder Jha | »eApPlicant
Vso

D:.rector of Education,
Delhi Administration 8. Another ..Respondents
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5 Fn00 ShEi Niranjdn Lall & Others «(l=7 &1, sApP plicants
| Vs.o CREC L A R

2ier et iDiréctor fof ‘Educationy s &4 aR y
Delh:. Admnlstratlon & Another « Respondents
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. Director of Education,
R “Delm Adminittration'g Amther 7, JAe spondent s

L Forsthe ‘%Ap;é];:i:c‘:"'ah‘tsf”i-h'i»'-’( 1) o™ ( 8) " abbve” ooev i ‘o .ahn D.R.Gup ta,
Counsel

7 23¥te pOFOrYthe'Respondents’ih-(1)to" (8) apove™ “§.Ms, Ashoka Ja in,
. ' ‘ - Counsel
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1. : Whether Reporters of local"papers may be allowed to
- - ., Ssee the Judgment? .,
R IS R R PRETE be réf erred to \the Reporters or: mt?%

-
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_ (of the Bench delivered by Hon'ble Mr.<P.K.,Kartha,
Vice Chairman(J)) o Ca ,

"ff}back wages.
1:7"3: f"‘,2;lf - As common, questlons of law have been raised in tbese
_“E,applications, 1t is proposed to deal with them in a common

judgment.

,Axtao . Atrtbe time’ of adm1551on of these applications.‘

ex—parte interim order54were'passed directing the reSpondents

~ to consider appbinting~fhe,appliean%s as casual labourers, if

5ot

-vacanc1es were avallable, 1n preference to outsiders. The

interxm orders have thereafter

'been‘*" continued tlll the cases

'flfwa@ taken up for hearlng”to ay e., 8 l.l992.--

4, We have heard tne learned counsel of both parties and

“55%_E£_have gone.. through:fhe records of3these cases.: Ihe reSpondents

~ have drawn our attentlon to page 3. of ‘their. counter-affidavit

e L dn which. they have stated:that.they are takxng steps to
regularise the appllcants who fulfll the folluwing
Qrequirements

i

J(i)". who is below the age of 25 years at the time of initial
v .;_-engagement' E

R £ Y who. has got,continuous serv1ce off2973%rs;and has worke
I .for 240 days in. eaeh year, S -
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'iq:klnd of work in the department. N
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of the scheme,anquj;ng;}ggqe;s‘were~p9ss§d thereon by the

re5pondents. their services shall not. be ‘terminated,

: The Suprele court further directed that the petitioners

'shall be paid w;th effect frem l.ll 1988 ;the minimum salary

(

. payable to a person regularly appointed and doing the same

' Cy"on 15 11.89 and 8.1,190%

7._ c1m11ar orders have been passeqéby the Supreme Court

1n relatlon to the casual 1db0urers employed by the Delhi

~ - other %~

Admlnlstratlon in tquert Petitions (Writ Fetition(Civil))

No 779V89 S<N. Dewldl & Others .Vs. Delhi Administration

“Nos,d =

& Others anqL752 and. 830 of 1989 ~.Muni.Ram & Others Vs,
Delh* Admlnlstratlon & Others).nv

8. o In the llght of the 3ud1c1a1 pronouncements mentioned

der &

IR un
T ’obove, _these appllcmsand the MPs flled therg[ are disposed

of w1th.the_iollgg;ng;q;gepsngndud;;gpt;pns:b

(i) ‘_Ibe rengnggnﬁs are q;regted to corsider regularising

P

_:'the serv1ces of the appllcants .who. -have put in service of
'240 days (1nc1ud1ng the ,b;?ql_cen_.,{ger__;ods);_:‘,q.s;:_casual labourers
h in regP;é?,P9st§;°9m?¢9§urate to .their qualifications and

experienqe.A_Iillltney are so regulsrised, they shall pe

continued as casual labourers in the office in which they

hove been presently contlnued pursuant to, the interim orders

passed by the Trlbunal. In.case all of them cannot be

ol



'"Ti;i(ii) 3 'In the“fadfs and circumstances‘of the case, we

accommodated in the same office, they shall be contlnued

”’arlsing in the offices ¥ —
in the existing or. future vacanczeqlunder the Dlrectorate

"of Edugation. :

,,;ffggdo not direct payment of back wages to the applicants.

7 (iii) - The interlm orders passed in these cases are hereby

~

- made absoluteo"

(iv) The respondents are e¢lso restrained.from making
regulexr._

. fresh recruitment of casual lebourers or filling up of/posts in

?F}n the offices under the Directorate of Education Y~

', Group o category£ﬁ1ll the applicants have been regularised

and accommodated in regular posts.

(v) The reSpondents shall comply with the above directions

~ within @ period of six months from the date of communication of

this order,

There will be no order as io costs,

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

case files,

S i:r_...v,

.

(B.N. DHOUNDIYAL) (P.K. KARTHA )

MEMBER (A) VICE cmxmm( J)



