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\ THECENTRALADMINISm ~TIVE nIB' !NAL, ALlAHAB,a.D8E~JC'1-ALLAHA8AD.

O.A. Ne. 707 ~f 1992.

Dr. Bharat natan •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Applicant.

Ver su s

Unian .f India & .thers ••••••••••••••••••••••• Resrendants.

Hcn'blu P'lr.Juot.ice U.C.Sri\J,ilstava-V.C.
Hen'bh' f'"lr. K. Obayya -A./Il.

(By Hen'bld'ir. Justice U.C.Srivashva-V .c),

After h~laring the partie.l9 cllunsel, the case shall be

heard ~nd disposed of finally.

By mean e of this epplic<Jtian the applicant whlJ was

appointed en ~dh~c basis as ~1€:dicd OfFicer by the resPClndents

and continued t~ w0rk ~s ~~dical Officer with effect from

1.3.1988 has appr-eached fer reDularisatien ef hi s service against

the permanent regular vac •.mCY as f"edicQl Officer under Ordinance

Factery Board. He alaG approached this Tribunal aqoinst the

threataned action of the reSPOndents seokino terminatien af
Iservices of t re epp.Li.can t though he has served ror more years.

•

similar ly placed .t- _n'!llther doctor Illorking under t t-e OrdinanclI

F.ctory Board and the circumstances .f both the cases are

si~ilar. In that case viz S.K.8hagat and mthers Versus U.O.I.

and another O.~. N~. 1234 of 19B8. We directed the reSPOndents

tQ censider the csse of the applicant fmr eegularisatien without

requiring chem to appear far in·:erview, but after pe rusdnq the

,flCas., wi thin a poriad ef f ur months frem the dQte sf

communication af this srder. There is ne questimn af quashing

the termination order ..'i!~'nJlIJO:&~~~~!l4-)J--i-·;;t1mn:tl'r:i.'~tm---1:'SP~~:lktm-'.,
AccDrdingly this acplicati n is allewed and rescondents are

directed t. c~nsider the case ftf the applicant for r~gularisati n

after perusing the aCRe. within n period f four m nthe fram

the d ate of communication of this erder. In case in between the

servic s of the applicant have been terminated, the same shall

/1
st.~qua~~ ord r as t. tho c.sts.

I"lr~n~).
Jt~ ~cv 2, 1992.
( t)FS)

V ice Chair!7Hin.


