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CENTl~L ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
ALlAHABAD BENCH 

ALlAHABAD 

Originil Applic• ti e n Ne , 9~ e£ -

• 

199 7 

All«h«b«(j this the 21st dil.y ef Dec ember, 2000 

Hen'ble Mr,S,K.,k_~«gvi, Member (J) 

1, Meht1 Firej Sen ef Sri M4ld« r Bii. J<sh, G•ighar 

Line P•r, Mur•li~ba~. 

2 • Sri Uc•i Veer Singh Sen ef Sri Durg« Singh 

R/e Line P«r, Chiaiy•t• l•, M.hencru ~«li G•li 

Mur aa•bac . 

Applic•nts 

• 
Versus 

f • Unien e f Ind i• , threugh Ministry ef R«ilw~y/ 

R«ilw• y Secretari«t~ , New Delhi . 

2 • The Ge neral Men«ger, Northern R«i lw«y, B«rej-. 

Heuse, New Delhi. 

3. The Divisienal Railway M«nil.ger, Nerthern 

R«il we y, I"le r •i•b•i . 

4 , 
\ 

The Assistant Persennel Qfficer{M), Divisi• n•l 

Rai lw-.y M.n«ger 's Office, Nerthe rn R«il~y, 

Mer«tl•b«i . 

5. '.rhe S,S,E, (OOlfl) , Ne rthern R«i lw«y, 1'1er«a«b«ei, 

R~spenlients 

• ••••• ~<J · 2/-
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0 R D E R ( Orel } ------
By He~~l.~_Ji;:_~S,K,I, Nagvi 1 Membf!r (J) 

The •pplicantQ~i c erne up seeking 

relief te the effect th• t the im~u~nea e raer-.•tea 

01,8,1997 be qu«shea whereby the services e f the 

«pplica nU> h•ve bee n t e rmin•tea •na the respentients 

be a irectea t • tre• t th~ applicants in service with 

2, 

was £ilea befe r e th~ Hen'ble Supr eme Ceurt.ln pur­

su•nce ef e irectie n by th~ Apex ceurt, the c•ses ef 

casual labeurs including the ·~plicants we r e examinee 

a na they were pl ace« in Live C• sual L«beur Register, 

wherein a~~lic•nt ne,l-Meha Fire j ~ines pl ac e a t sl. 

ne , 19 cna the eth~r • pplicant-Uaai Veer Singh w•a 

~lac ea • t serial ne. 2 1. The a [tplic• n ts were re­

engetgea as tter their pesiti en in th~ Live C•sual 

Lilbeur Registe r but,•ne tht!!r liti!J«ti en creftpea u(t 

via e O,A,Ne,2345 ef 1996, in which the eng•g~ment 

e f the ilpplic•nt wa s cha llengea en the greuna th•t 

, 
the airecti•n t e the res penllients t e verify the f«ct 

anlli in censequence the reef, a nether scrutiny was ma«e 

in whicr., perh.&ps, the cent~ntien in th..a t O.A, was 

feuna substantiatea •n• c • nsequently the «pplic«nts 

were ii seng«gea as ,.er impugnei et*er, f e r which 

the ..applic•nts h«ve c eme up seeking the «b• ve reliefs , 

~~ •••• pg.3JI'. 
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:t 3 •• • • 

The re~peneentP h•ve centestec the 

• 

Gf P.A. Ne .2345/96 before Princip«l Bench, the m~tter 

was re-examined end these whe were feuna senier te the 
. 

«pplic-.nts , were eng«ge« •n• censeq uently t he •PPlic.tnts 

5 . Lea rned ceunse l fer the «pplic~nts 

~mphcsisea th~t subsequent~ aiseng.gement ef the 

• p lic•n ts w. s err e nef'tJS ii.S the:i!@c l«im h•s net been 

•ssessed in right prespective , the~se whe have been 

eng•g~j by diseng•ging tl1e •p~licdnts, were n•t 

senior t• the dpplic.tnt •na , therefere, air~tiens 

be issued te re-eng•ge the •PL;lic.utts •S per their 

cl«im. Since there is n• specific mentien in the 

ple•ding o r «ny of the a nnexures th• t whe hii.ve bee n 

•re their ~rticulars .tnd wh•t is their pesitien in 

the seniority in the Live Casu•l L4b•ur Register, 1Z~hC~ 

~e, n• fineing is possibl ~ enly •n hy,.thiti­

c«tien. Th~refer.e, there is ne sufficient greuna e r 

ignered •t their turn •nilll n• junior te them is pr eferrec 
~ 

•ver them wk±le there is any re-eng•g~ment in the 
• 

est•blishment . Ne e r a er cs t• c•sts. 

Member (J) 
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