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engag-20 c.n 17.:,.8.0 t.=tnd his seJ.:-vj.:e.s \.Jere ti::J:minated w.e.i. 30.9.81 .:mci by 

the ;:nvard t:•.:J.Sc·_:>d by th~ Cent.t-.:.1 lnCius:r- ial 1-ribunal 1 ::.h-2 c;_ppl.ic.:tnt w.:~s 

n:instated in e:ervice. But jt i.s denied th.Yc. t.he appli·:ant. '..vo::: ::nti:lEo to 

regula!."ise ana equal pay icJ:­

submissions ma62 in lhe r.:pJy 1 

this OA with costs. 

!:>. Heard th2 1e.3rn~d .:cun.se1 f.::;c Lbe t:,=.r.-tles c.Jxi a_L::c. p-;:xu~.,;d lb.: \\hole 

recorci. 

6. The le.:1rn.::d ccunsel for th~ -::tpplic.:m::. subrrd~;: that !:his case is 

squ.::ro:ly ccv·2'--·2CI by t.h2- ctde;::- p32;:;,:cj in ()A ~~~.<;'./9B (N.::andu Singh v. Union o1 

Indio and Others) en 25 • .J.2000. 

resf,;.:>ridents anc.i alzo perus;::d the aior-2saici ocder (Ja::..:d 25.,-1.2000. 

ACimiLt•2d1yl the :3pplicE~n:: 't·Jas eng.:;.;~::d jn i:b·: 'l·=a- 1980 -3n:j lJ/ .. m .:;.w3t-c giv-2n 

by the Central Ir,dust.rial Tribunal 1 his t:ermincor..: ion H.7.s qu.~sh·~ .;.r,j he W3o3 

txeat.eo continuous in .s2rvic·= .;nd .=::.ill thG applj caol is \vorking as casual 

1abGur on da jJ·:,.· \•1.;.91: b=lsi.::. lli u-,,: r~.=:pcnd2nl (~t:r:.c;rtJT81Jt. Th.:r.=iore I in v Jew 

2S.4.2000 1 w~ 21re of t.he consid-2r-zd :pjnion th::t~ ~h= appJ ican~ is ent i lled 

to be considered icL- .:onie-cing temr,:~C>!:'aly .5tCI::u;.: and t.ha·.;:att.e::- tor 

t:'t2fJUlarisa::jon,l if hE: is Eli9ible and f.:;und :Ut for the same. 

7. We 1 t.h~reiore 1 .sll·:~l this t)A vii th t.1"11~ fcllowj ng direct. ions :-

i) Tho? r.:sr:onoen~s aE".: diL·.;..::teCi tG c·~nz.idZ::.: tb-2 applicant 1cr conienn·::nt. 

of t.:?mpora.::y status 1 i1 he is iound eligible and 1Jt 1 anu th.?r~·aiter 

the appUcant \vilJ lx: con.sidec·.:d i•.:r r.::gu.la-ri.sat.ion on Gcoup-D post. on 

c:.vailabHity of a p;)St in the r~spondEn: d::p~L-trnenc. 

i i) The whole exercise shall t><~ c.:mpJ.et~d within :.ht-ee mon~h.s 1 rom tn2 

eat..= of rect?ipt .:.:1 ·3 copy o1 thi.: c·rd.:t.-. 

iii) ~:h2 applican:: b<2]rq a casu3l 1.3bom.- i.s noL entitl,.£-d tc -:·qual f:X!Y for 

l?qua 1 tvor k. 

b) Nc ordsr as to cost.s. 
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