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The Hon'ble Mr. 

The Hon'ble Mr. 

JUDGMENT 

Whether Reporters of Local papers may be allowed to see the Judgment ? 

To be referred to the Reporter or not ! 

, Whether their Lerdships wish to see the fair copy of the Judgment ? 

4, Whether It needs to be circulated to other Benches of the Tribunal ? 	/ 



Oan.iinh avisinh !irnar 
±inx. ic, VIjei i1ct 
:Ti' 

aji.t- 3C 0LJ2. 	 \1t :nt 

; ir. i',-hah 

V e rs us 

r ij Uni -n 	In..ia- s.ice t 	e 
rv - 	tiru:;h Genera 1 	na;er 

.?U'. Church!te, Lmay. 

ilway 	r — t rih ecretar7, 
a iiwav 	rzT, I'in istif .a i1wes1  
ii1 hvan, haw Leelhi. 

J1Si51X, JLW 	 n.11v. 
tvnser s. havna r. 	 es.naents 

LLv)c.te; J'r. 	.LVnifl. 

:jijt Gi IC3N 

.A. LO'. 	13 ef 12 

LatsC 13th Locr. 

- ur in ':_l Ur. K. 	rrar. rUr, 	i:erner ('b) 

ih'a sh:rt issue jfl\7  1\72C in this 	relates 

t :ue-3ti fl ± 	istmerit n c 'ZIassienate 

rli a :  1icnt's father was wrking with the 

eilwas 1na else ri 	at ciiCh time he was 

r).inj aS iS iStant tat i 5 rT. ter. :Zavaça rh in 

a Livisja. 	ia af nol 	aa en tein; 

the an1 san, a1icatin was mace Dnly after the 

san's attaiin; majarit in ae i.e. afl  

a ieter 	 the authariies ha 

iven a crvtic reiy as unGar:- 

'gwith reference t: the a,ave a-1icatians, 

it is avise L.hat cam;etent eutharity his n at 

'.3 



3-- 

c:;nsjered ':ur cse fr C;:jDlfltrfleflt on c')mSsinate 

r:uniT. In view o f this nthin cu1d e eDse in 

ur 

	

hc a;1icant has also attached 	 rie 

lettcr at i%nne,xure A ;hereiri th Leneral 4ecrtary cf 

the 11 Inia Yailway Fed'3rati:1 hs keen iven a 

I617y as un.r;- 

' I em directc t aafr -L- 	Dur lettsr N.AIkF,' 

22 (I/) (52) dated 2nc/4th ecr. 	cri the 

Ve Sukj ect EiflC t C(V 1SE 	:u tI L Lhe last 

err1'yee died an 	leavin:j kehind wic7nw, 5 

uhters and ane scn Tho widw asked fr 

c::s3i.n1 ta •at:.:intment f:r the first time on 

14. 1G. 	and that t. 	far the th chi1 	when he was 

aior 1; ynars ald. 

aatern ailway thorefa have nat censidered 

this casa a deservin aria and hve ri at mace any 

rciarcnoe ta '.a i ny aard recanaaend th fr relaxati ar: 

aa 	n:olnit. .s such, the rejuast aE ehri Chanai 

3 ini c.nia .a cans iderad. for a .aintment n 

C ::rnassi nete raund s. 

In th-ir reaL" the ras andent e artmant have 

stataL.. tht the case ertains ta ahe year 17/1 

(since the i.ow of the 	lic2nt baa sent an 

licin an 14. 2.1) ann durin. which aerii 

Trii..unal was not oven estal. lished and therefore 

a; 1ic.tl);.1 wads liaLle for rejection an £ aint of 

jurisJicairi. ihe elicant was also resisted 'an 

the ,roond that the a ;  iic:snt rind 	t a ncativo 

in dvriar 1• . itse-if. The a1icant 

has ot asaacific rai aD. 2.ii.1 	aria ther:riEara 

tlaa limitaLian 	z±xc started in 10 while the 



1c Lfl 	been filed i 1'91. Th fact f 

c:ntisue1 r rescnteci:n thrujh the Union cann.t 

extent the limitation factr. On that r'unj also  rd 

the a : :liac:tien eserve CIs sitien 
dflL hr. t. , 

he ra 	 hr. K. .auns is fr 

the :i licin4res ncant eii rteent rscLive1y. 

iso .nSicrshia merit in the arjument 

that much tit'e has ossef after the heeth cf the 

ra i1uv servnt, the Inc Ient hevir taken lace 

in the veer i7 	ni therefre the iestion f the 

i1riLunEi I interferinir ith the reely iven in 

as n 	arises  HaiIc. stetet thi3, 	the 

riunal Waui also like t manti fl that jnsr jte 

cf the assa as f time the fact rams ins that the 

reJv ivcn 	the res: :flflt 	 Is ve, 

crv:tic in nature sac'. ties n 	Dult the reason 

for rejecti n f abs 	-umsL. Th tis.ssa I of this 

licati rn iIl n: thsrefre cone In the wa sf the 

rca 	otent 	-e rtrent c ins ie rind the matter anew 

If any vs.lit roun still rene Ins n receit of a 

raressntet ion in this renr frim the a riicant. 

with the acve remarks, a:licstin is 

Jist.isset 	iith Ii swayer no rtars as to C eats. 

r. .anarnoerthy) 
flernber 

mr 


