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Central iidniiiustiutive Tritiunal
Jaijaipur Bencl).

1. Gil Ito. 15^1999
2. Ofi No,791/1999 f
3. Olv Ito .794/1999

Oabalpur this the 31st day of CctoJjer, 200 3.

'Ioah;le lit". tiianker Paju, Mcnibox (J)
' on hie: ill", vesliv/air Mcnijer (t^)

GV-i. 1 lo.

iiirus] (Ottam Barman

(None fcr cippiicuut)

-'Applicant

-hpplicant

-.7 91/1.9.22

Hiralul Sen

(None for applicant)

No .794/1999

(ohxi Cm Ifcmdav, advocate fee applicant)

-Versus-

Onion o!: India and others -Responaents

(By ..dvcx-atc - IJone) "* '

ORDER (0.</d.)

11. Ji^inker iaiju, Memljer (J) j

'X the issue raised in tire present Cns is conjuon

found*.a on s.iinj.lor set of facts and 'luestion of law, the

sc^mo are being disposed c£ by tliis common order under

Rules 15 and 16 of the Central Administrative Tribunals

(trccedure) Rules, 1987.

3. ntjpliconts who are employed on ca.sual basis as

hirer,en and Mali had coijitinued for about five years on

enli,..i!Ced daily wages. Their services liave been dispensed

v/itl;, giving rise to the present OA,

3. It is contended on belialf of applicants that despite

fulfilling all the eligibility requirements meant for the

posts applicants thou^i continued on daily vrages have not

cn. iuered tor reciularisalon which violates the



S %
o

„tic. IMa d»n by tte bp6« C0«b i« State o£ Hetyana
V. Piara Sin^, iaR, 1992 SC 2130.., It is further
u„t aeaplte ayallabiUty of Eosta reapo„a«,ta are »

n,-an+-<3 fcsr re-ent ̂ gemait as Hell asconsidering applicants

jTeQU l^xis^tion«

i- 4-Vto nH 3r hand vehetnently4^ The respondents on the oti n

eppcoea the oontenUons and have tabee » conttaaictoty
atana,«hef«.= aometib. It hae be.a fe£«aa to that
eppyyeaeta had b«h appofhted o„ oaaual basis and at ».o
pjpos It l«s been stated that the entf.9e.ent of applicants
.,.e en part ti.« basis. It is fif-f ""tended that
part tie., oontreoto.l ™ployees are not entitled for
repalarisation. hef errintf te £r' d^lslons of the

V m Vi Court in Wri '• Petition No.2763 of1-ladliya Pradesli Higli Ccurt in

1„5 deaided en 29.S.P7 - »«.iys vis»-.l«.a v. hnion
Pj India and Writ Petition .te.3sy.4 of 1995 - »»! shanlM
Shsroa V. Pixeeter, .Byoda^ Vidyalsy d=ided on 29.9.97.
it is contended that part time ».p.byeos »ro "ot entitled
£cr regularisatlon or re-instatcment.

5  we have carefully considered the rival pleading
roaerd. Iho»,h respen-ents l ave refuted to appliaanta

an part ti.o e.ployeeS, oonslst-atly in their pleadinps
a stand has Men ta«» that a„ lb«ts had been apperntod
a. casnai laboers on fixed -age- and ..oh contingent
er^loyees are engaged only oh pxt tl.e basis. In thas
aiti. Of .he .«tter the oontentio- pat-fer«, by appUcants
that they had b«n appointed or. oasul basis has not hreen
specifically controverted and as such has teen deemea to
be established. For a casual labour to be consider d

4. Tr Tia's instructions containedreciularisation Government of Ii-JJ-
r, T <I iQon taresr-ibe condition for

in DOPT OM dated 7 .6 .1988 P-
•  of (TouD 'D' post, lloreover, in the lightabsorption a^in-.t dcwp



^Gcision of fha ̂  x*" Of the ̂ peK c^ourt in Piara sinoh.
^q,,r^r-^^ , L- -^aua oin^'s case( - ' <=--X

^^™pUo„
consiaerauon fc. re^larisation.

continued for long, which haa been pro„Ba
, oeen proved on record

i^y accord of cerUficate froi th^ ntroi.. the concerned authorities
though not acceding to the.  u rne request of applicants fear

^e-instatement, we oarfixr -
' ® ^l-ow these O/is with the

"rr r. ^
their™ ̂  'respective Qrcup .d' posts onHeir availability. consideration should be ̂ ne
Keeping in vIqj the period rrndor^^ wperiod rendered by appUoants in

be subject to the rules and instructions on ace
aubjact as also eUgibiiity critaria laia .

y  ' tecia laid down under the
rules ..ub for the posts. Xt Is also ebs.ved

xn the event respondents require worn of the nature

been performed by a . .i  .>Piioants in the past, their
Claim for re-engagement shall be consid^ed in prefecense
to outsiders, ireshecs and Juniors, wim nh.e directio,.
OAs are disposed of. No costs.

^ct a copy Of this order be placed In the
file of each case. case

SX

(Sarveshwar Jha)
Mentoor (A)

•San.'

mi-
(Shanker jr ju)
Menb ear (j)
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