
'< 

' ··. ,, 

\ 
'· \ 
' 

\ 

.. 

IN T:t-IE CEI:U1'\.AL ADN:L.UIZ·ffiA·:riVE Tf'.IEUl·l.;:,.L,J.~IPLR 

JAIPW: 

*** 
Date of decicion; 30-11-1995 

oA No. 614/93 

•• Applicant 

VERSUS 

Union vf India ~nd others 

• • Respondents 

CORAM: 

HOU' BLE l-'JF:_ • GOmL FlUSHJ:l.b., VICE C:F-v'\ IP.Ml\I! 

HOU' BLE l·H. O.P.SHAfd·~'l., l'IEl·lBER(~DHitTIS'IRA·rDlE) 

For the .l\ppl ica nt • • t-1:r:. Viren:lra Lodh3 

For the Respondents •. Mr. M.Raftq 

ORDER 
---~-

Appli·=:ant lJ~havirS:i11gh in thi:= at:Jpli·::·~.ti·jti~iJhg~r 

Section 19 vf the A .. :lmin_istrative T:r:ibtl'~Pls A, .. .-~t, 1985, bas 

Svught a directivn for reg•.lloris3.t ion of his services on 

3. The c .. :mte:nti()n of the appl~c~ni;:. is that he \vas 

~ppointed on daily wage 1)S.::.:is ·w.e.f. 1-:::-199: aE.J. since 

then he h:=ts been \·lurking as a. Chowkidar '.f!J the offics of 

Lt .Col. OC 142/l·t:/t-lE''DET, Ko·ta • 

4. As st~ted b7 the .a.ppl_i•:;a n1;:, he. ha~ re ndere:d service 

as a CllOI.Ilkid~r/v;<J.tcbm::.n for about €07 days vi.de the ~ta.t~ment 

shovl ing t:otal \-;orking d_ay!i 9f the applicant (Sch>E!dnle-A). 

It is contended by the _ref'ponJer;tz th-=<t the applicant had_ 

been eng'iged a; a aa ily ~:;age \~atchm:in on a clear cut; 11nder-

expiry vf that p3rti.:::ular perio:l. It is also st·3.ted by the 
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cvnct:rned unit 

'tJhich is re;.erve·i f.~r ST ct~ndidate. ·In the ci:r:cmnstances, 
• ~. I ·. • 

the applicant r.as f~il,o:d to rrf.ik8 OtJ.t a case fer hvlding 

the pvst of N'atchrr.an or: a_regular b3.:=is or ruing regularised 
' :: 

on the :::a i.d post. HoHeve;r, ~~e direct the respondents to 

det~?.rmine the period duri119 'l.·:hich the applicant has 

actually \vorked on the post of Cho't;kidar;!'~3tc~lrri3.n on the 

~~ may be fc·un..:l due to him_\·iithin a period of 3 months 

fr·:m1 the d'3.te of r~.:ceipt of a copy c>f this ord~r. 

CrkNr.f\4' 
(Go~al I<Fishnal' 

Vice:-Cba irnl3-n 
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