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I1 	9_9_95 The petitioners are pennitted 

to file joint application. Thus the N.A. 

No.685 of 1995 is disposed of. 

(irnit.Issue notice to the 

Respondents. Counter-affidavit shall be 

filed within four weeks. 

I1E?thER ( ?NN.) 

-Erd Mr.G.A. R.Dora, learned counsel 

for the ?1iCflt and 	 learned  

iiUi!.CJ ouns?L for the ResOfldefltS. 

:-o -i:ticants,who are tetrched 

casuaL jorkers,praYed for their re.eflqaQflert 

on various 	nunds.AppliCafltS as caisal 

1 a*u rocs s0vd under the Rai 1wys at 

%risakhapatflam.'2 	GrieVae is that jn5it 

1iCy decision in letter dt.22.lO.30 

sefliO C3at 1DOUreCS 5 ould he 



Order with Signature 
Serial 
No. of 	Date of 
Order 	Order 

'i- 
(G. NARASIMMAM) 
MEN 3ER(JUDI CIAL) 

is accordingly dismissed for rant of 

jurisdictiOfl.No costs. 

pv 

re-engaged Li rst thei r cases have not oeen 

considered and freshers have been engaged as 	JoL 

casual laourers.InsPite of repeated 

repres 1 ta ion under AnnexUre_W61the 
 

Railways at 7aLtair Division have not tken 

an aCtOfl. 	 . 

fter going through the pleadiflgS,We 

are 0 fi the vi 	that this 3 eflC b - lacks 

territorial jurisdiCtion to dide this CÔSC 	
/ 

on medts.ApPJ1CtS admittedly are 

resident of s.sakhapatflam and are retriChed 

casual emplo'ees of the altair Division* 

rhe cause of action also arises there. .Under 

I 

11e-6 of the CAr(ProCedUre) L;uLes,1987 

this 3ench lacks jurisdiction. rhe application 	G 


