
i ' IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUmL
principal BBiNCH, hE'rf DELHI.

Regn.Nos. (1) MP 275/91 in Date of decision:08«01.1992.
OA 1681/90

(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

. .. (5) MP^9§/91j in
OA 2317/90

(6) MP 1918/9^1 in
OA 2361/90

(7) MP 2418/91 in
OA 2635/90

/MP 2417/91 in
[OA 2636/90

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

Shri Kuldev Jha ...Applicant

Vs.

Director of Education,
Delhi Administrations, Another • .Respondents

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

Shri Viroal Kant Jha ...Applicant

Vs.

Director of Education,
Delhi Administrations. Another • .P.espondents

(3) MP 277/91 in
ISZ5aEB3K

Shri Madan Pal ••.Applicant

Vs.

Director of Education,
Delhi Administrations. Another ..Respondents

(4) MP 278/91. MP 1826/91 in
Ok 1664/90 ^

Shri Rajinder Jha ...Applicant

Vs.

Director of Education,
Delhi Administrations. Another ..Respondents
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^ Shri Dina Nath Prasad & Others
/'• ' •ailw a J I: ;: «c:-:rf,f-.,j'sl ',
' ;: • ' -Vs/ ' .,

•:^:i:' r}l ii// V':^:,:.:,?::UJ! .I.S:;5|''v ^.•^. Bs;4^ics-
^ Director of Education,

• •Applicants

•aoU iv:: b i,i.;c fe'-j s; i Administwtioh Arm^^ - ,>. ^. jiespondents

••: •••- '••• • OT^SW^" •• —••••••

-'•,V-; / •»'«.,•• . « ••', '•( y

,- • • .-li ••

* Shivi Niranjan Lali g^votters

Vs.

>V rD irelc tar of Ed ucatiortv ' - ^'
Delhi Adininistration 8. Another

• •Ap plicants

. .Respondents
:"i 00

(7) MP 2418/91 in
'"90

.;*,..' C,,;". . ^ ."•-; •

•a^ss!

Shrl^Ba^j ^t;. Singl^^^

Vs.

E)ire;Citor , of^iEducation, - v w ^
Delhi Adndhistratio'n & Another

-'•--{•ay
OA 2636/90

• .Applicant

J^espondents

^-:^ 'V

Shri Hoshiar Singh
,,•cr'A-ihVi]

Vs.
t 1-V • . '<5^"'5 T •!'! •

^ ..Applicant

;V.> ..i "rj; i .:. .3 ^iv ?-i - -.?v;n .1 t I

Director of Education,
D^lhi Adtninistratio h •g. Ahothe t

•^rh::;^;Fof^.the ;Applicants:an-Hi)--to -XS)'"'al30Ve-'

i ^ vnEor,: the Resj^bndents'^in (1) to ^(8) above

THE HON»BLE MR. P.K. KARTHA, VIQE CmRMANC J)

THE HDN'BUE MR, B.N. DHXJNDIYAL, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER

' •> '''' '

..

i .Respondents

-C'.Shri D.R.Gupta,
Counsel

..Ms, Ashoka Jain,
Counsel

•V •.'• f •; t

1. Whether Reporters iof ^Iooal '{japers may be allowed to
see the Judgment?

:r,: "v- i?ef erred'-ISO ^^t:he-^%)qrtfers ot'tioi7^'i
^
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JlJDGMEOT(aftAL)

(of tb» Btnch dolivered by Hon'ole Mr. p.K, Kartha,
Vico ChairB»n(j))

XK thost batch of aypplicationsy tho applicants wtw

[^tri in tha Sports Coiit>lex undar

tha Diractoxaia^ of Educailoh ara claiaing xagularisation of i
- -f- ' ' ,N. '

thair sarvicaolLn ragular posts arid for a diraction that they

be rainstatad and ba paid all consequential benefits including

back wages.

2. As coomon questions of law have been raised in these

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

judgment,

3. At the time of adaission of these applications,

ex-parte interim orders were passed directing the respondents

to consider appointing the applicants as casual labourers, if

vacancies were available, in preference to outsiders. The

interim orders have thereafter been continued till the cas^

weife taken up for hearing ,today, i.e., 8.1.1992,

4. hava haard the learned counsel of both parties and

~ . have gone throtigh the records of th^^^ cases. The respondents

have drawn our attei)tion to page 3 of their counter-affidavit

in which they have stated that th€^jy are taking steps to

regularise the applicants who fulfil the following

requireraents;-

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

(ii) wjo ha^ got continiwus service of 2 yaars and has worke«
for 240 days in aach yaar;

hav* wontd asual
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{iv) •\(irho^'

: , . by ^rtue Of the intierijfi

^ wiio have worked for 240 days
f^ch irt two yeatVarW eligible ioi regularisation in

v.:^ '•'̂ ^^•<Jeordarice''wiih-^the"administtatfve'in3^ issued by

the Department of Pexionnel ^ fHinirigr in a

c4tfrha of'judgniehts deliv«r^d by this Supreme Court, the
' • . •• \>v;

C^veJfiMnisnt be^n^ dir^tteltir td wg^^ "Labourers

who have worked tor 24o ^ayk ih"a year , ^ learned counsel

I^itti the EnplpyTOnt Exchange*

ds Qd$udl labourers

.fo^• the lapplicairt^ alisb states that all tte applicants before
Qi^worked for more than 240 days and that they ct^

us»havi^been registered;ih'tt^ imployment Exchange before

: tney^:''we'rf-.eh'gaged'ai casUiai iabotirers•''''

.o;v .?Tbe^Supr^m^ Cbiir^^ haI'heId'"in itvprder^ dated /; •'

31^105^1988 Wd iaill^l998 No.^3 of

i^a988 4- P^aka^sn^te 8^ Ottt^^s •^ and

Cittiers that the Flood irrigation D'epa of the

;Ded-hi Adinin istrat ion shbliId frame a s'chenje for the

regularisation of the services of all petitioners and persons

similarly situated whb had"teen irt service for more than one

year. Uhtil such a scheB^ w^s prepared and the question of

regularisation of the petitioners was considered in the light
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of the schem(^ .ai^d fina^.^i-dfrs, passed thereon by the

respondents, their service? shaJd not be terminated.

The aiprj^ go thatvthe petitioners

. ^ wW f3pa 4/11.1988 i^hiffiiji salary

payable to a pei^soa regular^ appp^tM and doing the same

kind of wrk in the department, V.

7 ^ w u ^on 15.11.89 and 8.1.190^
'V , Similar orders have teen, passed/by the Supreme Court

in relation to the casual labourers en^loyed by the Delhi
other

Administration in ti^^Writpetitions-(Writ Petition(Civil))

7^/. ° '̂̂ ®/,89 S.N. Dewidi^ g, pthers Vs., Delhi Administration
Nos.oL^-

, &others anc(^752 ana 830 of 198S .. Muni F.am &Others vs.

Delhi Administration 8. Others) . , ,

; :-r I , l"^ the light pf tl)e judicial pronouncements mentioned

;• KU.J'*'™' ^ppl^^s^nd the ;^s;filed ther '̂̂ Je'̂ posed
Of with the fpllo\^hg ordei-s. anq. dir

aj,s,diWGtea to cotsi^r regularising

in service of

; S^, '..broken periods.) as^casuai labourers

-their, quaitifications

, _exprience. Til^^h^y are ,so^ regularised,.they shall te

continued as casual labourers in the. office. in which they

Pf®5fPJly,contjLnued,,pursuant to -the interim oiders
. Pf«e^ by the Tribunal. , m case all. of them cannot be

a—
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acconmoldiated in the same office, they shall be continued
• ^arising in-'the offices Si—

in the existing or future vacancies^^under the Directorate

..af .Education.

* (ii) In the facts and circusDstanpes of the cSse, vie

do not idirect payment of back wages to the applicants.

(iii) The interim orders passed in these cases are hei«by

made absolute.

(iv) The respondents are also restrained .from making ^
regulc]

fifc!bh recruitment of casual labourers or filling up of^posts in

^in the offices under the Directorate of Education
Gr6up *0* category^till, the applicanrts have been regularised

and accommodated in regular ppstss,

(v) The respondents shall coiqply with the above directions

within a period of six months from the date of conmianication of

this order.

There vdll be no order,as to costs.

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

case files.

(b.n.'dfdundiyKl) (P.K. KARTHA)
MEMBER (A) VICE CmiFJiAANCJ)

RKS


