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I' m THE CENTRAL AIKINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,PRINCIPAL BENCH,
NEK DELHI.

1. O.A,No.554 of 1992.

Kama 11 Sin^

Versus

Union of India & others

Date of Decisions29.4•93*

Applicant*

.Respondents,

^ O.A.No.2950 of 1992

Kishan Chand Applicant*

Versus

Union of India (c.otbers... Respondents.

For the applicantss Miss Bharti Shanna#Counsel.

CDRAMt

Hon'ble Kr.Justlce S,K.i*>aon, Vice-Chairman,

Hon'ble Mr.S.R.Adige,Member^A)

JUDGMENT(ORAL)
(By Hon'ble Mr,Justice S.K.Dhaon, Vice-Chairman)

The controversy/ raised in these applications,

is similar to the controversyraised in the bunch

Which was disposed of by us on 21.4.93.

2. We,therefore, dispose of these applications

in terms of the directions given by us in the aforesaid

bunch.

3. tfith these d irections,thbae applicatioiis are^

disposed of but %ilthout any order as to costs.

4. A copy of CMer, passed in 0.a«No»2432 of

1990 be placed on the files of these apgpll'"--*;lon8.

5. Let a copy of this Judg s cape on the

file of O.a.Ho.2950 of 1992 •Kislii-i Cuaiid Vs. Union

of India & others*.

<S.R.jCDIi(^)
HEMSR(A)

(ug)
/Wsg

h-f (cfx^
do. C'xf

(s.kIixCaon)
VICB-aiAlRMAN



IN THE <335TRAL A»1INI3TRATXVE TRIHJNAL^PRIHOTAL BENCH,
new iclhi.

\ > 1. 0.A.NO.2432/90^
Union of India.

Parminoer sxngn
.

2. 0.A.No.676/91*
Union of India.

Ramalcant « otners ....

3. 0.A.No.2814/91*^

/

4. 0.A.NO.3092/91 ^

5. 0.A.3094/91 ^
Union Of India.

c

6. O.A.No.491/92 <
Union of India.

7. O.A.No.721/92^
Union of India.

- »•' i VI •

8. O.A.No.722/92''
. Vs.... Union of India#

9. O.A.NO. 1096/92*'

Balvinder Sins/h &others ••Vs. Union of India.
10.0.A.No.1926/92

. -ju -Vs......-.Union of India.Ajit

11.0.K.NO. 1927/92

Durga Prasad

12.0.A.SO. 2111/92

Jtfciras Rias fc others .....VS.. .......Unto ^ ^ndia.

IS.O.A.NO.2458 /92
. vo ..,. JOnlcm 33s8i».Moti Lai

l®/90

.^1 I«1 6 •""I"'
^ l5^.A.llo.4/9l

Aierlk Slnfi/h .

16. T.A.NO. 24/91

Jasvinder Sin^

17. T.A.HO. 32/91

Sonveer Singh

^Vs. Union of Indla»

Vs. ........Union of India

Union

......Contd
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18. T.A, Jffo.34/91

Daya Ram Vs.... Union of India.

19. T.A.No.33/91

Sita Ram Sln^ •••••• ••Vs.union of India.

20. T.A.NO. 38/91

Shiv Nandan Vs ....Union of India.

, Date of Decision; 21,453^
OORRMi

The Hon'ble Mr.JUstioe S.K.Dhaon.Vice-cia irmanCJ),

The Hon»ble Mr. S.R.Adlge,Meinber(A)

For the applicants Mrs.Rani Chhabwa
Counsel.

For the zesponfents. Mrs. Raj Kuinari Chopra
Counsel.

JUDGMENT

(By Hbn'ble Mr.Justice S.K.fihaon,Vice-Chairman (J)

In this bunchy the controversy

Involved is similar. These cases have been heard

toother and they are being disposed of by a

common' 6rder . .

* s

T.A.No. 18 of 1990 'Gopal Lai & others

Vs, Union of India & othejs* has come to this

Tribunal frcxn the Hon'ble Supreme Court. That

case had been filed alleging that the petitioners

were Daily Wages Kasdoors in P & T. Department.

The allegation in this bunch is that each of the

petitioners has worked for more than 240 ^ys

ia P &T Department. Some of the petitioners ^
^»ave bMn zetrendhed from servioe. Others aise

^ > bei^ allov^d to work as Casual Labourers but

their services have not been regularised. Their

prayer is that the respondents may be directed
^ )to absorb the petitioners in the service according /

'"*1 • . iC ,

i

1
I"
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to tbB directions isaued by the Hon'ble Suj

Court,

3^ in •Dally Rated Casual Labourers EmploWd
under P &T Department through Bhartiya Dak Tar

Mazdoora Manch Vs. Union of India &others' 1988(1)
see 122, a somewhat similar controversy had been

raised the employees of the P &T Department,

At that stage the Telecopinunication Department

was under the P &T Deparim^t, Their Lordships
depreciated the practice of not re^larising the
services of the temporary employees or the Casual

Labourers for a long period. Accordingly# their

Lordships directed the respondents before them to

prepare a scheme on a rational basis for absorbing as
far as possible the Casual Labourers who have been
continuously working for more than one year in the

Posts &"Telegraphs Department,

4^ According to the directions of the

Hon'ble Suprwne Court# a Scheme was introduced

whiqh was to be effective from 1,10,89, This Scheme

was noroenclatured as 'Casual Labourers(Grant of

Temporary Status &Regularisation) Scheme of the
Department of Telecommunication, 1989'*, This Scheme

is appiic^le to the Casual Labourers ^ployed
under <ihe Teiecsrainanlcation Departmenti, Suffice to

^ay, the said Scheme has been approved by the
Hcn'ble Suprasie Court in the case of ' Jagrit Kaadoor

Union VS, Mahanagar Telephone Nigam Ltd* Cl990{Supiae-
;<4lrfta^" sec 113) .

• -... sir&ct the .,»«paaaei:^,^^lppiy ^

afoseMtioned Scbeiie cases e® the petitioners

and give thwn neoaesary uBelififs in accordance with

the Scheme, If the concerned authority comes to

' the conclusion that some of the ei^loyees cannot be

given the benefit of the Scheme, it shall pass en

So : .O-t'

';-?:^ -vr
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orc3er to that effect after giving reasons,
f

6, We lx3i)e that the authority concerned

shall e^qpeditiously dispose of the matters and

pass orders within a period of three months from

the date of receipt of certified copy of this

order*

7, With these directions, the applications

are disposed of finally but without any order as to

costs*

i..

8, Let a copy of this order be "kept on t

files of aforementioned 19 cases.

(S.R.ADfGE) (S,K.ai^C3N)
i4emberCa) vice-chairman (J)

(ug)

K j j c., , y
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