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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
PRlNClP,l\L BENCH 

CP29"1!2004 
OA 134/2004 

New Delhi, this the 7th day of Februafy, 2005 

Morfbi~ Mr. Shanker Raju, fvlember (J) 
u,.,,r.'h'" "i.P. ;:::-;; 'K ""' " _,_ "" . .,, .. nv. J !>JI-. Mr. '"'· • lV!aH"!Otra, IV!8ITHJf.;f ~.A.J 

1 .. 

2. 

Shri Sham La! S/o Shri Ram Lai 
Vvorking as Kr1aliasi 
Under Section Engineer (i.iVor~cs) 
Northern Rail'fi.tay, 
Delhi Klshanganj-1, Deihi. 

Siiri Veer Bhan S/o Shri Goverdhan 
'1Norking as Fitter 
Under Section Engineer (VVorks) 
Northern Ralivvay, 
D 1h. K. h . I .... I' . e" 1 , 1s •. angan1- , ue rn. 

3 Sh . n r h" . QI '""h . J . R . . . · ,n r-.am U !faJ u;O .S: rl al .. am 

4. 

5. 

ViJort<ing as KhaBasi 
Under Section Engineer (i/Vorks) 
Northern Raliv~iay, 
Delhi Kishanganj-!, Delhi. 

Shri Shanker Prasad S/o Shri Ram Ajore 
VVorking as Khallasi 
Under Section Engineer (VVorks) 
Northern Railway, 
Delhi Kisha.nganj-1, Delhi. 

Si1ri Mathura S/o Shri .Jagan Nath 
\.flforking as Fitter 
Under Section Engineer (VVorl<.s) 
Northern Railvi1ay, 
Deihi Kishanganj-i, Deihi. 

~3. St1ri Pardesi .Sfo Shri Ram Pat 
\fVorl<ing as Mason 

( 
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Q u. 

Under Section Engineer (~liJorks) 
Nort~iern RaHvilay, 
Delhi Kishanganj-!, Delhi. 

Shrl istiyaq Sia Shri Hayat Khan 
\FVorl·dng as Khal!asi 
1 j~~rl-... r C.e:r.-"H.n.n C1,.n.ii-..oor !l.1n..f.~..-Vc-\ Vi5U0i o._io•-iUVii '-il~~11.e:;;•..;;i \.'• ~ 1J: r .. ..:;!; 

Northern Raih1vay, 
De!hl Kishanganj-1, Delhi. 

Sl1ri Devi Dayai S/o Shri Ram Pal 
ViJor!(ing as Carpanter 
Under Section Engineer (VVorks) 
Northern R.ail\t.Jay, 
DeH1l Kishanganj-1, Delhi. 
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9. Shri Krrnb Chand Slo Shri Matroo Rarn 

1 D. 

\ r! f ... ri<""!..,...-!'l ~ ...... ~ n . 
J\.!f)~ ,., .. tl~ aS f'\f1fiutlSl 
inspector of V\!orks, 
Nortliern Raihiv-ay, 
Minto Bridge, New Delhi 

At;.. 
Shri Hiiit Lai S/o Shri Govinda Ram 
jA;nr'/l'1"' r ... H-'n~r <1'.lv. "-·'-8 a~ i .elr-l:!. 

Under .Section Engineer (V\forks) · 
Northern Railwav, .. 
Deihl Kishanganj-!i, Deihi. 

1 t. Shri Dina Nath Sio Shri Duknj Ram 
VVorl\ing as Helper 
Ui1r!uc.r· c:;::. .... 1-1·0,,. r-1"'fil.,.,.c..c.- t\"llorvc- \ 

1 "-" v~.1v" 11 t- •v 1 ........... t \J\1 n.v; 

Nortl1ern Rail\J1Jay, 
Delhi Kishanoani-1!, Delhi. 

12. Shrl Putti La! S/o Shri Ram Du!af'J 
VVor. .... ing as Jamadar Kha!lasi 
Under Cialm Office 
'".I ,...;hOl'"i'l ,-. "';. 1'401 t !··~". KaH\ivay, 

Estate Entry Road 
New Deihl. 

13. Shri Munna S/o Shri Pawan 
ViJorking as Senior Div. !v1edicai Oftlcer 
Northern Ra.iliJva.y, 
Gl1aziabad. 

14. Shri Danni Chand Slo Shri Jageshvvar 
VVorking as Hamerman 
Under Section \Norkshop 
Northern Railway, 
Ghaziabad. 

(By Advocate Shri Amit Anand) 

1. Shri R.R. Jaruhara 
Ge11·err·! !'-li-.:.r~""..-.o'" 

i i:J.J !IJtu. !G~f'-11, 

Northern Railway, 
Baroda House, 
Ne\iV OelhL 

2. Shri Pradeep Kumar Goyai 
Divisional Railway iVianager 

3. 

• ' l' 0 .. f'Jor;.hern .~arfJla·y; 

Stat1~ Entry Road, 
New De!h!:. 

Shri .s.K. Sapra 
The Section Engineer (i/iJorks) 
N,.,.rfhcr·r. Rr.:i,~,a\t 
% V'l,.U•J H Gtf1 .. ij, )l 

Delhi Kishan Ga.nj-!l, 
Ne'l!V De!hi. 

Versus 

'~ 71 -"~a,.,"'s . .. Mtlfll!\, ltl· 
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4 Smt. Tanu Chandra 
T~1e Senior Divisional Finance Manager, 
Nc1rthem Rail\vay: 
c:+ .... <-s t=•1h··1 t:•a~"' W~d!.. :....i L!) : ".. du 1 

Ne\v Delhi. 

0 R D E R (OR.AL) 

In pursu~nce of our directions dated 23.1.2004 in OA 134/2004, 

respondents have issued order dated 5.1.2005. Though other applicants have ,,,,-

been granted the benefits, applicants, namely, Shri Putti Lal, Shri Munna and 

Shri Danni Chand '•Nere denied the same on the ground that after a !apse ·of 

neariy 25-28 years, the documents are not traceable and if any documentary 

evidence ls avai!ab!e \Mith the applicants, the same shall be produced and 

thereafter their claims would be processed. Learned counsel for the applicants 

has draVuTI our attention to the decision of t!1e Single Bench in Or\ 274712003 in 

the case of Amar Nath & Ors. Vs. U11ion of India & Ors. decided on 22.12.2004 

-:J 'Aiilerein the same plea Of the respondents that the case is not maintainable a-fter 

a !apse of 30 years, has been rejected on the ground that it is obligatory on the 

part of the respondents to maintain such records. 

2. ln this vie1..iv of the matter, \ft/ni!e disposing of this C.P., \l\/e direct the 

respondents to re-consider th.e claim the applicants ln the light of the above 

judgen1ent (supra) by passing a detailed and speaking order 'Ji.thin a period of 

t~vo rnonU1s from the date of receipt of a copy of this order. CP is dismissed. 

i'-lotices are discharged. 

3. How·ever it shall not preciude the appiicants to revive this CP if they are 

stm aggrieved. 

,~~) l ·.) .. ¥L 1111amotrn 
Membur (A} 

Jgkkl 

{Shanker Raju} 
fv!er11ber (J) 


