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Reais-tration O.A. "Yo. 1022 of 1992

Vijai Saran ... ... . Applicant.

Versus

1. The Jivisional Rai Iway :.lanager,
Nor-ther Railway, Allahabad.

2. The Genera 1 ~,~anager, lor-tha rn Railway,
Baroda House, ~ew Jalhi.

3. The Un.ion of India through its Secretary
t!Hnistry of Rai Lvay s NewDe-Iht ..• ••. Respondents.

('

Bon 'ble '1r. S.N. Er:asad. ~'1amber(J)

Briefly, stated tltat facts of the case inter-alia
are t~at the applicant was appointed on the post of

Casual labour/Safaiwala. as class-IV employee 011 6.2.1983

at Kosma, l'Jorthern R?ilway, Shikohabad and wor ked till

15.9.1984 on the said post; arid working certificate dat sd

24.12.1990 to this effect was issued by Transpor-a t.a t.Lon

Inspector ~-Jorther Railway Sbi.kohe bed (Annexure- AI).

The main qrievance of t~e applicant appears to be

that certain persons who were appointed subsequent to the

applicant are still working , where e s , tre applicant has

been t~lro'lm out employment arbitrarily by the respondents.

3. The l~arned counsel for t~e arrlicant while

advertino to the conte~ts of the application and the papers

annexed thereto has urged t at ~esrite p\rsistent ef f ort.s
I

IV

and represe'1~'atio'Vlof the applicant dated 9.4.1992 and

22.4.1992 -":0 t be ).'P. .I.l , \!orther .1ai Iwav , ALl.a'<abad, no

fruitful res lIt has co~e out,and ~as urged/2--
that if t' e



n
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above r ap re se nt a t Lons of tt~e applicant Annexur-e -A ;) a nd

I'

A 7 ( I ich are da t s d ~.!1..1992 and 22.4.1SC:2 r e sp ac t LveLv

ar? ~ecijad by t~e resfondent 'no.: by reasoned and spea~ing

order (tPtt.3f1 earl,' dat.e , the nrievances of tt-1e a;_'):Uc2nt

"lay be sub st a rrt LaLl y r-e dr s s se d .

4. In 511' ort of 'tis 31- ,naJ.,ion t) the e f f ect

that t~~ ar)l~cant as worked for 2~1 days inter~i~tently

dur Iriq d if fe r-e nt _erio:ia ranging betvJeen 1S'83 to 19':34, the

applicant has f Lla ' /vnnexure s-A 1 to A 4. Havino c oos i Je r-ed

all th::: f ac t s and c Lrcumstance s of -':}lecase and all the

a sp scts of the '"'latter, I f i.nd it ?x ad ie rrt tt"3t the

ends of justice wou ld be se rvs d if t e r e spond e rrt no v.l

is -1irect2d to +s c i.de the the above r epr-e se rrt at Lons of

t"!e applicant ::lat~d <:.4.1992 aTlc122./1.J.('C2 in accor:iance

with t~e sxt ant rlJles,regulations a rid or-Ie r s of tl-;e

'l.aihJay Board in t'-is reqard( by re a sone d and speaking

orJer ~it~in a eriod of 2 months fro'"'l the iate of

r:::ceipt of the C'Jp'{ of t lis ju rrnerrt . 3'1' J_,O ,reJr:?<::.sthe
r-: ~-fivv "mO<-/c:.~!f Wt.-ce-nd->d lfo>¥<~~ '-'

grievances of the app l icarrt ; .and I order acco'tdingly., \..1
.'"

It is made clear that in ease the above representations A ';\
"-" (J11vvtx''fu-,~,_,A 6 o-...f '0

of t~e ap licant Jat~d 9.4.1992 and 22.4.1~92 are ~ot
."- i-,J"U .••... /\.

reaJ ily ava ila b Ie t-e t:1e r~ sp oridarrt no. 1; in t la~: ca se
"- "

the applicant.~ilfurnish a copy thereof "':0 the res ondent
(

no. 1 within a period of 15 days from the date of

receipt of the copy of this judgment to enab ~.the

re spon+e rrt no. 1 to dec ide tl1e above r epre sentat ions

of the applicant wit~in the aforesai sp9cified period

of 2 months.

'Contd ", 3 /-
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5. The application of the applicant is disposed

of as above at t.he admLss i.on stage V'y ithout any order

as to costs.

ALLAHABAD
Dt! 4.~1.1992

n.u.)

•


