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open court. 

CEN'l'RAL ADMINISTAATIVJ:: TRIBUNAL , ALLAHAl:!AD liEICH, 

ALLAHAB/W• 
• • • 

original ~plication No. 282 of 1994 

this the 22nd day Qlf March•2004 

llUU' UL !-: i-u~ . JU~'l'ICE s •• t . SlNGll, v.c. 
HON 1 liLE MR. D.R. TIWAHi, 1•U:;i-1BJ::K(A) 

s .1.1. Trip.ithi, s/o Sri l:!.P. Trip <!chi , ayeu abOut 45 years, 

Rfo 1 66-A, concrete Sleeper pl ant Colony , subeddrganj, 

Allahabad. 
• •• Applicant. 

Hy Advocate : s/sri s . Agarwal & s.s. Sharma. 

versus. 

1. union of Int.iia owned and r epresented uy H.R., 

noti ced to be served upon the G. 11., 1-!. ll., 

!.klr oda HOUSI::? . Nl:l ~'i Del h i. 

2 . lhe D.l{. :1.r tJ. H., Allahabad. 

3 . 1be uy. chi e f Eny ineLr, concrete Sl eeper plant , N. R., . 

Subeoar ganj, Allahabau. 

• •• Respondents. 

By 1\dvocate : . Sri A. K . <.>..iur 

With 

oriyinal Application No . 1027 of l99G 

s . :1. Tripathi ••• ]\pplicant 

Dy Advocate : b/Sri s . Agarwa l & S.S. Sharma. 

versus . 

1. union of India owning and representing N.n., NO!:ice 

to be served to the G. M •• N. R., Baroda House, New 

Delhi. 

2. 1be G. ~.1./COHE , Nawab Y\.J.SUf Road, Civil Lines, 

Allahabad. 

· 3. 1be o.R. tt. , fll . R •• c.ft. 11. ot~ice, Allahabad. ,. " ... 
'1. Sri K.H. Narain, ASStt . p~rsonnel officer, o.1<.•M• 

<l~ \ s. Shri Sheo pujan . Divi vional personnel of!icer, N.R • 

Off ice, l-1 . R. • Allahabad • 
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ORM Office. Allahabad. 

6. senior Engineer concrete Sleeper Plant. SUbedarganj. ~~ 
• 

• • • Respondent•. 

Hy Advocate 1 s/sri A.K. caur & A~ivastava. 

0 & p ER 

PER JUSTICE s.R. SINGH1 V.C. 

""'" Since both the o.As h ave been instituted by one ~ 

the same person a nd the reliefs claimed are based on 

same cause of action. it would be appropriate to dispose 

of the aforesaid o.As by a common order. Accordingly, 

c ounsel for the parties h av e been hea rd. 

2. It appear s tha t the applica nt was initially appointed 

directly as mason Mistry (Horticulture) on daily wage 

under inspect i on of works, MJ.rzapur on 1 0 .12.1 97 6 . It 
"M}...:t..---

i s L. disputed that the applicant i s highly qualified b e ing 

ii. Sc ( /\gricul tur e ) with spe cialisation in Horticultu r e 

in 1st Division, standing second in order of merit in 

• Al l ahabad universi ty in the year 1972. '!he name of 

the applicant was forwarded by Agriculture Institute. 

Allahabad for the post of Horticulture Supervisor in 

Mirzaj>ur s11b-di vision in response to t h e circular made 

by the Divis!o11al Engine er, Northern Railway, Allah abad. 

rt ai;1>ears that the a pplicant w n s tranoferred from 

Allahabad Div ision to concrete Sleeper Plant. Subeuar­

gun j , Allahabud as Sub-overseer :u s try (norticulture ) 

to man aye ttorticulturc activities in n ewly set up 

factory vide or der dated 23.0.80. '.rhe c.ise of the 
• 

lk:L.-­
applica nt i s that h e wab r egulari sed as ~~ 

'I( v -'v~·"v~~ 
Sl'Jlf-W~ ~~(Horticulture ) and for t h is purpose, 

he has pl aced 

which has be en 

reliance on the prol?osal 
. .). J . •. 

' . annexecl <!S NlneJ<U.te A-6 
.. 

dat ed 1 5 ,9.1989, 

on the 

.1. ·r csen tation preferred by the applicant for re•fi&ation 

f h i s pay in the gr<tde of i..s.380-560/-(RS ). '!he o.s. (II) 

submit t e d his r eport for fixation . 1of a pplicant• s pay 
_··\~ . 
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as p c•r the chart given in Mncxure-6. 'l'he report appears 

to have been veted by the .A.o. concrete Slee~r Plant on 
' V'-' .... ~~ t;" ~ \..-

18.12.1990 and higher authorities hi1lJll!d#' t.w hdw! Jl8n 
. I:!"' I 

~&d ~orders accordingly. 

3. 
can 

L lay 

'!'he case of the respondents is that the applicant 
not 
his claim for regularisation in the Division as he 

I 
belongs to concrete sleeper plant. 

4. However. in the present case. we are of the view 

that the matter with regard to regularisation should be 
, 

examined by the competent authority with reference to 
~r. \_,/ 

the releva nt documents relied uponJ:he parties• counsel 

and a decision regarding the oppl.ilcant•s claim for 

regularisation be taken in uccordance with law. 'rhe 
"lt IV.lz.i,...s '-

Tri bu na l will than ue in a position to ~ the 't-
i/Al.: ~~ 

correctness. l egality or otherwise of the ordersL pass ed 

by t he r espondents. It is submitted by the applicants • 
~ 

counsel that the applicant haB already preferred a 

r epresentution and in the P. N. :t. meeting with Genera l 
"(./ -~-

Ma nag er . ~ad r ecom nende<A for r egular isation of the appli-
\- e<J.~~442- <t-

cant J_bY conversion of o ne ...,ost . However . the decision 

i n this r egard is to be tt."lken by(~ G. M. 'rtle applicant 

may. however. f ile a fresh representation to the 

competent authority i.e. Gcmera l Manager • Nortil Central 

Railway. Allahabad. annexing thereto a ll the relevant 

document s wi thin a J,>eriod of L ~..o weeks from the date o f 

communication of this order and the comi.Jei:ent authority 

shall decide the same within a 1,eriod of four months 

from the date of r eceipt of 'such r epr esentation. by a 

r easoned and speaking order under intimution to the 

upplicant. 

s. Bo\:.h the O.AS St<ind 

<:u.:ove dir~tions. pai.-ties 
0~;11 Cl)S t i-: . 
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in t1.:rms of the 
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