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· Original application Ntii~83 of 2002. 

wit!"! 

Origina 1 applicati<m Ne. 85 .. of 2002. 
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Orig~nal Application No.103 ef 40(;2 
with . · 

~irlal ~pplication No·,104 •f 2002 

, •,?.;. ·: · .. ~ ". ,··/ 

I' 

tien ')lile Mc-. Justice S .R. Singh • .Vice-Chairman. 

Bhe La Singh 
aged abeut 28 years 
son ef Sri Ram Singhasan .i!";ingh, 
Rfe L.3. ·5s Pa Ll.av Puram Phase II 
/Vbdi!~ 'Pur arn , N'eerut. 

I ., 

i 
•••• ,Applicant in O.A 83/G2l 

' 
{By Advsc ate Sri LM. Singh) • I Pl\ 

V Kr ishna Kumar Tiwari 
agad abaut 32 yeDrs. 
s e n e f Sri Kamal,Nain Tiwilri,' ., 
Re?t~e5:.t, cilf Vil.l,fl.9.), ~.~i )lam .. Pur. _ ; · ..... ,·. .· 

· '.E~intHl'a :t\ · Post- ~.m'a Q.iy ana,,f)ist.rnc t 1,l'f'liJal'l:11u;i:;- t. ·., .. • 
·, .... '·. ,.,.,j, 

(By ..fdvc,c ate 
. I 

•• · •• Applicant In O .A.· 84/02 

Sri L.M. Singh) 
... 

Nare ndr a De o S huk la 
aged abeut 35 years, 
son ef Sri Ram sa je ovan Shuk 13, 
He s Lde nt ef Village Padari, P"'st 
Bhar-ne h {Gola Bazar) District Gwakhpur • 

• ,' ~ • • Apr; lie ant in O .A 85/02. 

(By Advocate. : Sri L.M. Singh) 

Ved Prakash Tririathi 
aged abeut 32 years 
son of Sri Dinesh Irifiathi 
llesident 41lf CL 45 Pa Ll av Puram Pbase I 
ff.odi Purarn, r,nerut. 

• ••••• f~p lie ant in O .A 103/02 

~- Adv•c ate : Sri L.l'Vl. Singh) 

•• i':..1,. '-t: ~~;.~; •• ".·!;, ·' . , : ··.;./,··. 

.! 
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endra Kumar Upadhyay 
~ged ,about 32 years .. 
sen. cf Sri Ham Dee Upadhyay, 
Resident ef Shri Ram Pur, P.O. Lama 

_Bara Diyara District Sultanpur. 
Bancluthf,!, 

,; •• ; •• Applicant in O.A.104/02 

(By AivGlcate : Sri L.M. Singh) 

Versus. 

l .• · '• ;fh1 Secreta.ty:·}• · · 
Indian C€1unc il t.l"f 
lliw Oe.lhi. 

2. the Pr e je o t DirectGr, 
Crt}~}'lling Systems Research, 
Pallav Pur am , ~tldi Pur am , M~erut. 

>L·· • . •· 'i·: 

Agricultural Research, 

.• ~ . , 

3. Union c;if India 
through the Secratary, 
Ministry of Agricultur,'.:? 
Geve rrum rrt 0f India, Krishi Bhawan , 
l'bw Delhi. 

••••• wspo.ndents in allO.As; 

(By Adv0cate: Sri B.B. Sirohi) ~ 
_o _R_D _E __ n_ 

"The common que s t i on of law and fact are involved in 

these five Clllnnected 0,As and it we u Id be convenient t.e 

d Ispo so them 0f···by a co rrrro n order. 

2, ".Cm.· api,Hc.111ts h:-r in v,,ez,e engage.cl, a~, t,laily:: ·ated 
~ ~ . ' ...... ~ ;; I' • ,., . • • ,,,, t ,. 

casual •:1©rk1:irs under th2 Project Direct0r, Crevrping Sy s ce rns 

Hes~arch, Pallavpuram, l,bdi Pur am , !~erut. Tl-ey instituted 

0 .A. No.1091/1993 f©r issuance of a d Lre c t Io n te .th=: respondent: 

t,:., consider t+o ir c ase fer regularizatien/grant. 0f, 
ter..porary statu~ in eccer danca with t ho sc herr-P- of 

regularizati•un of casual workers formulated v Ide effice 

rm rrorandum N~ ,51016/2/90-Estt .C Geve r nrre rrt cf India, 

!1tinistry of Pe r se nre I & Training, New Delhi dated 10,.09.1993, 

a copy cif which has been annexed to the O .A. The Tribunal 

by its ercter Gated 18.04.2001 djrecte~ the resp0ndents to pass 

necessary c;rders regarding grant of the temp~rary status t.e 

the applicants herein in the light «>f the above scheme 

within 

-~of the 

a 19erio0 tif hur lOOnths frem the date 0f communication 

ercler. By imp:,ugned order dated .,l4',Q5} .•. 2001 ,, .. . 

. ! 
•· 

, 

, .. , . 

/ 

... 



/---· ----·--··"··-·---;"'--~ 

./ 
/ 

~ / ... 
.. / . . . (P..nnexure )'·· .. ,. ... . .. . ·. 
/' 

,7~ 
,if/ ~ 
/. 

-3- 

tem1urary status in acc er aance with the scheme af•restated • . 
has been rejected either en the · C!Jr•und that some l~f the 
applicants were 111t in emJtleyrrent en 10.,09, .. .J.993 .; that 

se me others slid net c•m1tlete 240 days Jteri@el of employment 
.. 

as ca$ual labours in a year as indicated again~t the name 
\ I' ef each ef the applicants. 

· 3. · It is submitted ·by .the· leab:):! cl ceunse 1:: tl'\at \ip}!llic·ants • · ·· · ·· ·• 

have received the wa~es in the menth ef Jure 1993 and in 

July,· ttey instituted the O .A. referred· te above in which 

they gilt interim 0rcler of status quo and since ne specific 

erder <Df te rmdna t.Len @f. services ef the applicants ve x» 

passed , t re y would !!le dee rre d b have been in service on 

re 1.evant date i.e .• l().09~1993. It has a Ls e be e n p.laaded by 

the· 1ea.r-oocl ceunseI' hr the ~PP licants tha.t while_· -.,·· 

examining the que s t.Len wl~tlnr .the applicants ha.a been 

engaged in service fer the peri~d Gf 240 days (206 days 

in case @ffice eb se rv mq 5 aayh a week), the resp@ndents 

failed tm take Irrte account the eff ice ercler dated 

18·.07.1991 which' lays dewn the procedure for cem}butathn e f 

we rk Inq Giays cf da'ily wages muster roll empleyees; 

. ~i ! • 

4, Resp~ndents have preduceai the Mister· R11ll ef 

September 1993. tre narre s ef tre applicants d.@es not find 

place in the fluster Rell ef W@rk Peepla Employed in t~ 

roonth 0f September 1993 hut that by itself will net be 

enough to held that t be applicants were n0t in e ms Ieyne rrt 

i.~. 10.09.1993 if they were actually in e mp Ieyne rrt in Jura 

1993 for the re a sen that en the. basis 0f interim e_rder of 

stay they w©uld be deerred to be continuing as Daily ratea 
empleyees. In the. counter affidavit, it. has been stated 

that the respondents have not disc0ntinued the applicants 

as they themselves J,eft their werk an their ewn discreti(!)n. 

The grant of temporary status under the sc~roo af•restatecl 

was one time pregram1re as he.la by Hon•nle Suprem: Ceurt 

~ 
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,in ,.th~ qi?.e. '°f Un;on ef ~ndJa qO~ anr.ither V~ •. :t4.-ih"!n.~a;+ 
·and ethers, 2002 Supreroo C~urt Cases (L&S} 577, but in 

. . ' 
case the applicants are helGI to be in employrrent ~s Casual 

Labourers en 1@.;99.1993 i.e. the date ~f issue of 'scheme. 

and the'y hael rendered a continue>us ·service G>f at least 000 

year which rra ans that they has been in engagerrent fer the 
I 

)9eriod 0f· 240 days (206 in the case of •ffice ~bserving 5 day's . . ' 

a. ~ek) they wc,u.,W ea, ehtitiad ,f0r ·grant. of..· tern~ctrar~f· status~· · 

In that view ef the matter the question mecls t.e Jae 

examine{.\ in the lig~t of the ebservatiim maee in the &rs.er 

after taking inh reckoning the ~ff ice order datea 14'.GS.2001. 

5. Acc©rdingly the O.A. succeeds and is allowea. Tbs 

impugned order datea 14.08.2001 is set aside and the 

Ccrnpe te rrt Autherity is clirectecl te take appr~priate ~ . 

£lee is ion i~ re spect ~f the .3l1)J&.li6an'ts Claim ~ f·~Efsh in the 
Li.qht, ef the cbservations made in this 0rcler within a r,ieried 

e f three roonths f rern the date @f receipt cf a c~ll3Y of this 

order. 

No c0sts. 
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