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1'\LU\H ABAO B cNCH ; "'LW1~110 . 
0 

urigina l Applicati CJn No . l502 vf 1998. 

Sus hee l hur.1ar son l f Shri Trijugi 
Narayan , agad about 45 years resident vf 
Villaoe & Post (;ffice Rdn.suri , 
Jahangirab ~d District Kan1 ur . 

OPeN ~URI 

• •••• Applicant . 

1 . 

2. 

3 . 

4 . 

(By 1'\dvccates : Sri V. B. TewtJri/ 
Sri N. P . Singh. ) 

\.ers us . 

uni un of Inai~ 
through G~n<H'dl f,on ag~:::r, 
Centrdl 1lailwdy, f,i..u:~bai 
C~T .• · .. 

Inspector of •. orks , 
Juhi, Central kailway , 
Govind N~gar , hanpur . 

Asstt . Engine e r , Centra 1 Railway , 
hanpur . 

• ••••• Respondants . 

(By AdvocatG :Sri P t.:ethur ) 

0 R D S R ____ ._._ 

·-

By this 0 .n. f i .led un:ier section l S' of Admin .. strative 

Tribun~ls Met 1So5 , the applicant has chd llenged ths 

order doted 11. 09. 1998 by ~.·,• hich he has been comrnunicuted 

that he cun nvt be token on duty . · 

2 . The f~cts of the CdSe are ~hgt applicant was 

initially appointed as t.uster rlo l l <.;asual Ldbour in 198! 

under the Inspactor of · .. orks , Juhi , K.:;npur . nfter 

cotnpleting 120 days continuous. working as such he w~s 
t \---____.-r· 



--

-2-

g i ven re~ular empl oy1nent of tv: • .i .C. L, Kanpur and h? Wc.1S 

found rudiculJy f it for B-1 category . 1-bHev~r , too 
~ .... t ad v-

applic()nt was retrenc had by orderLl.3 . 02 . 1991 on the ground 

thot there was no wort< u\c.dl.Jble . 1-e .. ;ade repres-9 nt<.ition but 

he was not taken back , a;~~r iev..:d by which, ha £ i led u .i'\. No . 

124 of 1992 , \ hich wa~ allowed on 23. 04.1997. The following 

direction was rup.ro r.luc12d L~ low: 

"In ~h.. facts and circu ~:\S tdnces s tc1ted above , we 
dispose of this (.}ppl.tcation with a irecti~n to t~ 
respond~nts to h:>ld a confronted inquiry to find 
out whe:ther tre ap(.; licant had obta i ned em{.- loyae nt 
as J,:Uster fu ll Labour o n t:1e bdsis of alleged fcr ged 
casua l labour Card and i n tr.c ~ve nt it is found that 
the app l icant had vbtuined emp1oynent on the basis 
of forged labour c drd , this applicat i on will stand 
dismissed . In case, h~~ever , if it is fou nd that the 
labour CdJ.~d furnishe:d by the a •p lic ant WaS ge nu ine , 00 
\·.'ill be reinstated c;iving seni<Jci.ty vJ ith <J ll 
consequential service bene f its as if his servic~s \..,ere 
not terminated "• 

In pursuance of tl~ afore said dire ction, resr-cnd0nts 

have ;.·assed the i mfJugmd order d~t~d 1l.C9. 19S8. 

3 . Learned counse 1 for t h8 o.pl, lic:.;.nt has subr.1i ttad :hat 

dire ction of ·thh: 'fribunul was to hold a confronted inquiry 

before coming uny conclusion about ~~nuin~ness of Cvs~ol 

Labour Card . It is, ho~\lever , submitted thot no such 

t:!- w"---
1~ inquiry was held befo.to tJass i ng the order. !' 3 b 

..("--. 

_, ~~~""'-
6•ve.c men~' :~made i n p~ragraphs No . 4 .15 , 4 .16 and 4 .17 

of the u.A.. learned counsel fo r the app licyn ~. has submitted 

thu.t the imt ugned order dated 11. 09.1998 is 

vio lat iv~ of f;rinciple of notura l justice and h.Js been 

1 assed ignuring the direct i on of the Tri buna l 

ccntained in para 7 dc1ted 23 . 04 .1997 . fleply of tl~se 

counter ctff idu'lit; 



~ "' ttwt .;n" confronted ino,uirY 

illlV"~ned oJ:<lel' does <"'" s,.<NI ' ,. 1 "'e l d befo ce passing tne 

as deS ired by tne '•ibuna • wns " 
oJ:del' . ln tt"lil ciJ:CU'"stances • in ,ny opinion , the o:cde:C vas sed 

1\1C 
order o.ated 

l.l.• 09 •l.9S8 is 
quashed · 

1he 
respondents 

applicant in 
• \l ith 

oir~cted to 
ta\(e back the 

servl.cc 

are 

continuitY 
and 

.;l.l bencf its . 
\·bv.Je va r , 

ne vJi ll or ... t 
'pe 

-

' 


