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OP~N COUl1. T 

IN TH.:: Cci·!Td.AL .~i.U1.JI~T£-lATT Ve fi:lIGUN. J.. , .!U..LAHAB AD 

ADOITI1.,.,1·J AL Bi.;NCH '"'T ALLAl-IMBA.J 

t "" •• .:- * 
Mllahabad : Date d thi s 9th day of April, , 1996 

Original Applicati.on fl{o . 221 .of Q6 
Di str i ct ; J narf si 

Hon • blc JAr. T . L . Wrma . J . 1:1 . 

Nar~ n.Jr a Kumar 3on of ~hri Bha')vJan Das 

R/ o rlB I , 950..E , TH.3 Colony , Nagr a , 

Jhansi • 

(By Sri rlake sh \/erma , Advoc at e) 

• • • • • • • p,: ti t i oner 

versus 

l . Uni on of Indi a throu gh c;enera l 

Bombay v. T. 

2 . The Divisional Rail1:;ay tt\ana ge r , 

Ce ntr al Rail~·1ay , Jhansi . 

• • • • • • • Re sf) onJe nts 

Bv Hon ' b l e i.tt . s . Da s Gupta , A .. r,1 . 

The a p,>lic a nt in thi s OA i s t~ s on of a rail .1ay 

em,)loyee :1ho did not partici~a te in the rail .:ay stri k~ s 

in the year 19 74. I t i s sta t e d tha t the rail ·ay authori t i as 

had i ssued ce rtain orders that those rail .1ay employees \'.iho 

di d not participate in the rail i:Jay strikes \'JOu l d be r evJarded 

by the grant of employme nt to sons/1t.Jards of such employees 

in the so cal l ed 'loyal quota" . Tl~ ap ,) l i c J n t , i t i s 

stated , 'Nas minor a t the time \·1he n the aforesai d order s 

were i ssued by t he Rail,_.,1ay Bo ard and only after he has 

attained t he a 9e of majoirty , ha sou g h t em ;)l oyme nt 

under the 'loyal quota'' • Ha submitted representation 

to the rlail~Juy Board and thdre after a ;:>
1
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Tribuna lf or a d irecti on to appoint him in th~ "loya l 

quota'' • lihe a p1Jlic a tion :.ias dis posed of in limine by 

a dire ction to the r e s ponde nts to cons i der and d ispose 

of the re presentation . It no·N ap;;~ ars that by simi l ar 

orders date d 6- 9- 1995 , the represe nta ti on of the applicant 

has bee n turne d don . Thus , t h; a pp lican t has filed this uA 

chall e nging the afore said orde r and prayi ng for a 

dire cti on to the raspon~ nts to c ons i de r the a p,J licant 

f or ap p ointme n t under the ' loy a l quotd'' . 

2 . 1~~ ha~ seen from the order da ted 6_9_1995 

thst th? repre se nt.:ition of t h2 a ,:ip licant has boe n 

t urned do\vn on the grou nd tha t hi s re quest f or employme nt 

un _er the so c alle d 'loyal quota 11 cannot be cons i -3e r e d 

a t this stage afte r 21 years . ; ,'e have c ar e fully cons idere d 

the ma tte r . ,;e are of tl)e viev; t ha t a n assu rdnce 1hi c h 

·:1as give n to the so c alle d l oy a l :,•orkers in 1 9 74 cannot 

be an ope n ended one . There is n othin g on rn cord t o 

i nd i c a t e th2t the r ail .oays had assur ed t he so c a lle d 

1 oy a l . ..,or ke rs that t h; i r sons/ \1ard s shall be c ons i dered 

for emp loymG! nt against ·' loya l quota·' e ve n af t~ r so many 

y e ars afte r the y a t tain th~ aga of ma j ority . 

3 . ,;e ar e , th:: r e forc , of t he vie •:J that th~ r e s pondent s 

a nd as su c h the r a jection cannot ge challc n~ed succc ssfully . 

4 . In vie\J of the fore ~oing ,e find no m~ri ts in the 

applic ati on and the app lic ation i s d i smis se d in limine . 

i1\e mber ( J) • ' '\ ml-.. "' .. r- Iii.I"' r 
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