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Date of Q:-d er : 19 .12 •.9..~. 

~· No. : 529/95 

Jairam Das ••• Applicant. 

Union 0£ Ilrlia & CCs. . . . Respondents. 

*** 

Mr. K.s. Chauean, Counsel for the ApPlicant. 

*** 

the Applicant. 

2. The case of the apPlicant is that he retired 

voluntarily from 19.8.92. His post retirem=nt benefit& 

·t' were paid some,J;_J;@J in September, 1994~ Tflfi_:_pep:f_Gfd~~rom 
27.3.1991 up to the date of his retirement namely· 18.8 .. 1992 

I J I I 

has been treated as extraordinary leave -without pay by th~ 
'~\., 

re$po~~-nt~. Tbe applicant stat~s- t.P,at _h,E!_had. 339 g~ys\<~0£ _ 

Ha 1£ Aver~g~- ~~Y -~ave (~~·I?!'_,.,., f9l= _ ~hoz;t) _ as_ 011_ t~·~d~te 

of his retirement. In- the circumstances, he claims tha.t 

the respotrlents aught to have adjusted the psr ica frQn 

27.3.1991. up to 18.8.1992 as H.A.J?.L. to tbe ext-ent it was 

admissible and the balance only -~~ht to have been treated 

as extraordina+y leave without pay. He has stated that in 
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terms of po.ra 530 ·of the Railway Leave Rules, extraordinary 

leave can be granted v1hen either no other leave is admiss i-

ble or when other leave is admissible but the Railway servant 

applies for the grant of extraordinary leave in writing. 

The a_pplicant has stated that he never applied for grant C1f 

extraordinary leave for the said period and when he already 
,-

had 339 days• H"A.P ... L. I it was the duty of the respondents 

to have first -c.djusted the said period against the H.A.J? .L .. 

admissible and treated only the t>alance as extraordinary 

leave. ~he applicant rejresented this matter to the respon-

dents vide a representation dated 7.12 .1994. (Annexure .;/1) 

which was followed by a reminder dated 5. 7.1995 {Annexur:e A/2 

Lastly, a notice was issued by the Advocate of the ap~licant 

-:t~·:tna,t· the af)tJlicant the salary for 33:) da::£s of R.A.P.L. 
. <· ~·~~ ~rr - 6lJ ... ""~.~.. f 

:f~}~;:_.::faif'l~;g which he would take legul action. The respondents 

t···r · .·· · have not replied to these representations or the notice. 

,\ ::.'~ . ( 3. .· i I have .per<1sed the 'record. I consider that instead 
·-~~~. ' 

~tJ:Olonging the process of lijjigation l::>j' issue of notice, 

a direction may be issued', which I hereby do, to the respon­

dents to give a reply to the representation dated 7 .12.1994 

(Annexure A/1) of the applicant by a speaking order giving 

reasons for the decision taken on the representation and 

in particular give specific replies to the various grounds 

mentioned in the .O.A. on the- basis of which too applicant 

claims he is entitled to ·salary for 339 days of H .. A .. P .L. 

The respondents shall corrply with th~s direction within 

four months from the date, of race ipt of a copy of this or de 

l-'. copt of the O.A. may be sent to each of the respondents 

alongwith the copy of- this order. with this di.l:ec-cion, 

the O.A. is disposed of at the stage of admission. 
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