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) CORAM: Hon'ble Shri. Pe Ko Kartha, Vice-Chairman (Judl, )
; ;.,“,E;ﬁTﬁa,Hon'bla ‘Shri Dy Ke Chakravorty, Administrative Member,

PRI e 1T Yhether” Reporters of" local papers may be alloued to
_see,_ the, Judgement? Pa .

”4?.4T9mbglpgﬂegpaﬂito:thngeporfer,or ﬁot?ﬁm

O -~{Judgedent “of “the -Banch deliverad by Hon‘bla
Shri P.K. Kartha, Vlce-Chairman)
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cPhma my e la iﬁhasaaﬁéfitidnsiﬁaﬁﬁ been Filed‘by the petitioners

I%mﬁfqnitha'gnbﬁnd?thatw£h6~faéﬁbnd@nts have not complied with

goaid o ﬁifﬁhaﬁﬂiﬁaqtinnsfcdntéihédﬁféﬁthe“Tribuﬁéi's judgement dated

e tmteein sid e QE;gglg,ﬂBBQLdnnaeb;tbﬁ?ofﬁcééééfdééiihg“bﬁth the terminati

s:i4 nd byspet 71w 0f services of ..the: Mobile Bodking Clefks (Miss Usha Kumari
| gt binl sen ANahdod:Dthers: Veg: Union: ofi Tndia),

2, | In paré.37.of;the Tribunal®s judgement dated »
berinxs dremschut 236541989, Jit.uas: obserbed that 'all the applicants had
wndn s ggugg;QBgﬂﬂeﬂgégedﬁa%HMQbiﬁeﬂBsqkiﬁﬁQéiérkg béfore 15.11.1935

aokfsvegn #rs caNdethatdolithesinterest off 3ﬁ§tiéaiffﬁéy deserved to be
o Snebrncint aid oheinstated in serwice, THese(yho have Put in continuous
Ll gveagud el ice rof: imore- thvan =120 - ‘days; uauld bé'entitled to ’;ip{
gl L3uund tempﬁnaryfstatUS, ulth @1l the attendént benefits, They—
gﬁ% Serdd sran WELR tnibs ieon’s kder ed" fOr fegularlsatioﬁ and permanent
s sravn b oi nany sabsorptdon: im accordanice uith the: provisions of the Schame
;ijng frameptul e Laldwdow byrtha respondahts.' In’ vieu ‘of thls, the

et _- respondantéhuare dlrec%ed HE follous““

e L

Caperlaomod i wloaos ﬁm(i@ To: reiﬂstate'bha“applicants to the pos&aof

{

: /
Lernio hran gawdd Tooeomve ol LJov iobdle Book1ng~£13rk fron’ fha respective |/
: . N !

sanoLiian end Jafd Ine Vidatas . on uh;ch their setv;ceé wers tarmipated
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Gt gunnawsile Brand?tosconsiBeR théh PoY 'regilarisation and
v oante 0l SOl huii;~~absorption aF»mruvepiﬁicatinn of thalr duali—
o el ames :.‘é-'s:a’-:."ir'":f;l TR i,‘-‘-‘.’i-‘.-';-,!}@- f’icatlons Fors thet same. EAN (il ény person had -
hai;i;ré &ﬁ~ﬂﬁpﬁg‘$iﬁ%tf?if§ﬁ bacome ousrlage’in ‘the MQénuhile, the respondants
" g v %{j;;ﬁﬂﬁ,aJQQ ruera dinected to relax the age limit

Lﬁft8r~ (ii) L,rainstatsmant. the respondents were directed
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7 T T e w;to confer temporary status on ‘the applicants
’/i_ | H_d o pu;w ﬁiiwin the DAs mentioned. in para,38(ii) of the -
S ; " ' judgement, if,'on ver1fxcation of their

{“if%ﬁrecords it uas Found that they had put’ in

Y
t

e S T e £ LT months of continuous service ‘as Moblls
o jﬁﬂookzng Clerks and treat them as temporary
e emplowees;; Ihey :01¥1 also be G"titled to

-ggregularisatlon under the Scheme.

cinestt 5080 The Tribunal had=Fixedra tine-Tinit of three monthe
'i“srisgﬁxui ;ﬁ“ ; for. implementation of the : Judgement insofar as the. reinstate-
‘i, P ment of .the appllcants uere: concernad, i+ Uith regard to the‘.
other dlrections, no. specifzc.tlme-limit was 1aid~doun -
‘. ‘ therein. 3£:;ﬁ1_3ﬁ} T ﬂih 'ml
. ;:mm;iiﬁ&ﬁaﬁ?f The time—limitjstipulated in tha" judgement explred

&é@?gf? v oy 00 2340841989, . The: respondents,d;d :n6t - produce any stay
ﬁ;'gj o zas o order issued by the -SUpreme: Court—steying the operation
nidmen e o of“our.judgement.i In~some of theseﬁcases, the reepondents

!-f}* "55 e Ty 5 ashad £iled 5990151 Leave Petrtions inthe Supreme Court,
' . byt :no stay had;been-grantedwby ths Supreme Court. We

v 43 i
Yy o ﬁg?ﬂ i have been told durlng the.: hearing.of the case that the .
s ad .; SLPs fiLed in: the Supreme;: Court Sere; dismissed in November,_
DN "hﬁ;.lseg, The respondsnts-dxd not*implementsthe judgement until
. these pet_rtloggsailed&en f‘ilsd» An: the: Tribunal and - orders 7
s ;hed, been, passeQLcallingtupon them to comply aifﬁ—tha direoe
T: tions nontelned in tha judgement. In some of these petitlons.
y ﬁ e e M8 had passeduorders to the: effect that the petitioners
ﬁ .% fwghuould bs entitled to salary .and allouancee from 25 8 1989
) . | htill the Judgement re fully complled uith.v In some others,
.iv - ,2$Lno such order Was: epeoifically made ehile in yet some others.
- %J, '@fglt had heen observed that the petitioners uould be sntitled .

pfor salary frnm 15.11w1989, the date uhen the Supreme Court .

”040.0_400'.
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Y w17 Wad dismissed thae SLPs, . Taking:aitotal:view of all these

‘;ﬁ wllhy
jy T .7 applications, ‘including thefact that:the applicants

EETLAR R - R ST fbelongﬁtafthb‘ibwar;strataﬁnﬂ;gncietymuho had to undergo
@?;ﬂ %ﬁi ?ﬁmiharishipﬂduringvtﬁe paripﬁxuhanpthbfxuare out of employment,
v Seut fi@akarevoﬁdihe&bbinionmthatvali the: patitioner would be
;i;g:gw 37 @htitd@dwimESélhny and.wallowancas:from.23,8, 1989, i'e.,'
pusd sioshoo: “after: thes axpiry of ‘thres: months stipwlated in t he judgement.
se ob au bos Gyt L wAts the»tlma «of i-hiear ingj: thea: learned counsel for the
Csawilas e iiiigpetitionemsstated that: all: the petitionsrs have besn *
sy Tt E?Sﬁafaﬂw%ﬁhstﬁtﬁdﬁﬁhfberWicégZmIbwﬁhﬁtFthentiithe judgement of tke
privelic® ars F¥pdbunsl Hds been’ Ccompkied: u&th.:.ihearamaining grievances
which uerﬂ“ﬁ&gﬁlighﬁedaﬁy;ShtiﬁAWiSﬁS&hrauardy and Shri 8,5,
il wmrdstu MEinde were thak 'thepetitioners are being paid only Rs, 2/-
meed SVaT gl Houry® amounting toiRey18/- per day, while even illiteréte
B wte il fioriers “employed: dy daily=iiagers get R§;27/- per day.
Cbluode a5 Beecndly ,""aa*.::fa?n;:ﬁdr'éarzyﬁustatusf":.ih‘as not been conferred on the
petitiohet &5 ad (directad sin the judgement, Thirdly, they> "W
s Mred el thgvie ‘not tisen - pald tha arraars u,e.f. 23,8,1989, Smt; Shashi—

o ““the respondents in
Y d?éiua&jf~é-wzran, A gdarned Ceounsel: Fon[pame of these cases, stated that

!

gxajbﬁﬁﬁf 15 Y He petitioners ‘dere gsttzng only Rs,2/= per hour when their

on donl services had*ﬁean t@rminaﬁad, that orders regarding confarment

R Hel 2l kiR of ! tamparary ‘stdtws &nd regularisation will be issued
TEiaftEen - werx?ylng ‘the s serufce partlculars of the petltloners,'
CoeA it &fj"“and thaf“thatarrears wiil ‘glso be paid expedltiously. f’

bt o igpy e 2Jagjite Slngh ‘&nd<SHE 4 -0, N Moolri, Eounsel for the
Sedd snnd mis 3f~thavn§main1ng cases 0

RAEA L tﬁe res@eﬁdehts in [ stéﬁed that paymsnt af arrears | has
g

b ﬁﬁgf“already be§n~dade’€o manyxaf ‘them, . : }"
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G onTE et Sugpel LU Rave: Car@fuily gona through the racords of the
: wigijﬁﬁsé*and«haveﬂheardwﬁhe~learned counsel for both the
“ROETSCpartiesy Uhila ue-have tor take note of the magnltude of

SEDLE IR 2 gReTE ARk bsfore the fespondents in vieu of the large number o
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.of”ﬁpfsdns involved, we do not see any justifibatibh‘

;ufbrfnotacpmpiying*uith-thp;ﬁgdgemsnt of: the Tribuﬁai
-..dated-a.-és;.s; 1'9’91'9.,-.— in: iettce'r and: spirits:; The re'spondents
uere Fwalls urthin their rights to¢move the Suprema Court
uith SLPs auhich: thsy diﬂ.‘ At the same time, tha mere

Jﬂ—iigﬁu fact that they chose to<file SLP@,;dldwnot justify

?«?zl RS nan-implnmentation -of our: judgemant.hbns the petltioners

ISR HP T R ;gx@hEVELbaenfrﬂinstatgd in sanudcagnthes:ampondants have
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E;aa:r@‘iﬁﬂéﬂ&3$antiailﬁrcnﬁpIiB¢Quikhgthewgudgémgnt and'ﬁe do not
g B “chnhidab-itééppfOpri&te~£o~keapytﬁa§ampetitions alive.

; wn&gb£§ Intrhe nanspsctus of: themfacts andvcircumstances of the

ﬁWWaQiifg S casas, ua.dispose -of-: thesp patitlons uith the follouing

I Eﬁﬁ‘gbustdmnectionsutn;tbe‘nespgndqntsﬁxgg e et

CRR ying tlsa enies s (4)-The nespondents shall merify whether all

RLLL nwmewm miithy L oen i iny gﬁgthggapgi§gqn¢§gi@;thggggqgggs have been

w25 g s ;}v«::;;iin_.«’sta‘x ad: as; JMab-ile Baoking Clerks and

wed ﬁﬁ‘béﬁ”géﬁjﬁ nufq'waa;niﬁ:anymonayhéswheen laﬁtwout, they should

@il @Qgﬁ”iﬁ? 5jrﬁmgﬁﬁuf i also-be appozntad forthuith,

»tTha*respnndentsqshali cumplete task of
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_arifzcathn.af ths:seruiﬁs partxculars of

2hans cwrhe Yoo gen =A% Laet v ing ga&kih@eﬁpabltkamﬁnﬁiaﬂd;QQ&Fer temporary

iwans dsad haﬁatuslon-bhase*uho~havewput in 4 months

3 s LEL ﬁfisbﬁ{jg;b;ﬁw of cqntinuous 5arv1ce~asanblla Booking

‘&iki?ff?n.ﬁyi fa':iai:f;é?i“ ClérkS*aS gxpegitlouslx,aﬁ pDSSible DUt in

iuﬂ%;ﬁiﬂ&:xéiééﬁﬁl¥ﬁlﬁ= no GUQntt latermthan four months From ths

E At LR lonk ";datagof communicatxon -of - this order. Ue.
S I AT T S Sy heﬁevar; maka it clear- that the fact’ tLat
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'7. The CCPs are disposed of uith the

- 6 =

petitioners

(1ii) - The respondents shall pay - to the

. arrears oF pay and allouances For the period o

‘Prom 23 B 1989 till their reinstatement in B

i
- all thase CaSBs. ' Those uho haue not been s0 o L

| paid, shall be paid as expeditiously as

»possible, but in no event, later than four ﬁ

months from the communication oF.thia order. L|

ave been found to have acquired

(iv) Those who h .
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temporary status after verification of the

uould be entitled to all the benefitsh
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records;

to uhioh Railuay employees acqu1ring temporary

status sre entitled to under the Indian Railuay

r releuant orders
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and instructions 1ssued by the respondents.z‘f '
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Establishment manual and otha

(v) Tha IBQUlarlsation and absorption of the ”

. petitionere should also be completed expedi- H‘

tiously as and uhen they Fulfil the conditions

. prescribed for. the same. The service already Nﬁ
E

ted would also'_
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put in beFore they uere termina

count-For\the purpose ofregularisatlon and ﬁ; T\
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aboue observations

and dlrections. The notices of contempt dre discharged,\
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