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0iDiR DAT ii) 16-06 200 2, 

lleilrd Mr .1. A. uru, Lea Lfl cd 	ouris & for tb e 

Applicant and '1r.D.U.Mishra,lea:ncd 0tanding Counsel for 

ti Rdilways(on whom a cOy Of this application has be) 

serve(J) 

In this Case, the ALctnt. has raised a 

claim that larxs recorded in thp name of his fathet 

were acquired for construction of fd]cher Sa[ivalpUr 

R:iilway LAIflk Proj cCt and that he hs made a 

representation Undet Anneure4 dated 	-9-2001 for an 

mjOyineL1L in cnup 'C' oL 	1 IY 	o:.;L. IL l 	the (.ase uL 

the Applicant that thesaid re 0siaaiOn has not 

et 	received due consideration of the authorit'es/ 

Respond ts. 

In th aforesaid premises, this Origihal 

AppLiC31Ofl is diSOSd Ct with direction to the 

.ccpcndzts o consider the rieva.nces of the Applicant, 

as raised under Annexuro-4, dated 	-0- 2001 and, while 

dome C, the Ri 	fldcflt 	hti1'1 rnahr' rrrpar' von ficat:i r 

to find out as to whether the case of the Applicant 

comes within the relevant instructions of the tailways 

and to grant necessary nell of to the AhiliCant as due 

and 	admissibLe, and en the neL evan rules goVeC 	the 

Ocfl 	'OpJ.e1 o: LU-s 1t!: 	a.L.r.,fl Li cai. s 

ti-; Or: jiriut T\j.k.tLCati)N L) iIP 	rCt5, at the 



COflLCI. • ,.,,) rdeL)t. 163. 2002 

of the A4LiCaflt. The Advocate for the AjL 	Ont unc1ertake 

to fie requircd ostages 	(for 	•-irisrnisiOn of the copies 

IT tftL order 	71DI 0 riJi n1 	\I 	i.tiori y Rejd. post with t) 

by 22-8-20, 02. 	UOn fnishirig the 	reutred osçjes, f r e e 

00L1 p f 	t;hi. s 	or 	U e 	(.Ji vfl 	tC) 	the -,*ViljOcaL c, 	tO t 	the 

Aj_tiCnt ifld LIir1 cJ Sind1flg ourr$ct for the 	3iiayS. 
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