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O.A .NO • 34Uiuf:U • 

16.01.2002 

1· .S Uder&han ~ .i.ngh S/0 Shr.i. a.r·ahm Dev .5-.i.n(Jh, aged 
about 33 years, at present. employed on the post 
of B·;)x p oter in the offi.ce <:>:f: .;;;) tation Haster, 
Railway :.;;.tation, Han umangarh(Nl~) • 

2. Om Prakash s;o .Nank Ram aged abo\lt 47 years, at 
p:r.·eser1·t employed oo the post of Box l?Oter, in 

the office ot ;:)·tat ion .Vaster, Railway Station, 
Han umangarh (NR) • 

3 • .Kanda GvJami s;o .KuK.o..1 ~·wami .a.ged about .35 years, 
at presen·t employed on the post of Box p oter 
in the office of Station l"laSter, Railv"ay ~tatlctl, 
Han\lrnanyar.h(NR) • 

4. RamJ i Lal s/o Sh.r·i BabLllal, aged 41 years, at 
present employed on the post of Box l? oter in 
the 'Jffice of Station rviaste.r:, Rcilway S tat.l. on, 
Hanun~angarh(l~) • 

c/o R.amJ ilal, Block. N o.140-B, Medical Railway 
colony, Hanumangar:n J ;JI'l.cti~n (Rajast..han) 33S5l2. 

• •• ~PLIC.AL~'JS. 

ver.::>us 

1 .. Union of India through General Manager, (NR) , 
BarOda Hvuse, New Del hi. 

2. Dl.V.J..Sional Railway l"ianae;Jer, Northern R.<iilway, 
B.l.kaner ~ivision, Bikaner. 

3. Divisional Operating Hanaye.r;·, Northern Railway, 
Bi.K.aner IJiv is ion, Bikaner. 

'4. St:: at ion Hester, P.anumangar h Junction R ly .station, 
Bikaner Division, wrt her n Rai l\-iqY. ~ :· ::::. ;· ·' .. ,, ,-- ·_· · ., 

•• : RESPOID~ar.r.s 

Mr. K.~. Gill cotmsel for the· applJ.cant$ • 

COUM 
&W4WW 

Hon' ble Mr. Justice O .. J?. Garg 6 Vice Chairnen. 
H on• ble Nr. A J? • Nagrath, Admin.i.strd.tive Member. 

:ORDER: 

(per rlon 1 ble MI: • J Usti03 O.p,. Garg} 

ay means of this application under Section 19 

of the Administrative Tribunals ACt, 1985, the 
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applicants who are four J.n iHlmber, and a.t:e employed 

a~ sox p oter in tne o:tfice of Station i:"i.aster, Railway 

Station., Hanumangarh, i\AO:r.the.cn Railway, have claimed 

11 
( i) The ~p~ i :rp ugned order d t. 8 .5 .2u0 1 
(Annex\.lre A/1) passed by respondent No. 2 
Ol:der .i..ng cha.n,.::iing c<:>ntin uous .~.:·oste:~.:· duties to 
that of .t:::; .. .r. r:os ter, of the applicant.~ ( BOs 
Posters) at Hanumangarh Junction Railway 
Station. r.ikiY 0e decla.t·ect i.Llega1 (:lCld the same 
WdY Kindly te quashed and :t:urtne:r. p.r xeectinys 
Lu p m·o uance of Annexure .?'t.-1 may also be 
q:..ta.shed and respondents may i\:.l.ndly be d. i.c:ected 
to consider the L'et,.>r:esentation of the applicants 
d~ted 4.8.2UOO(AAnexure A/2) and applicants 
may be a.ltO\>led t-:) all consequen"t.ial benefits. 

'.Li) r.L'hat any Oth.er Order paS:.:)Sd OI. 00 passed 
by the r:esponcteu·ts wuieh is against the 
appl ican:ts may a.J.s o .be t.cJ.K:en on rec ::>r.d and sam~ 

~---. xaQ( .be quashed and s at as ide, any other order, 
d 1recti·:.:Jn for whlch tnis H·::>U • ble T-' iblmal 
deem j U;st and proper way also oo passed in 
the itlterest ot justice. 

(iii) The cost of the applicat.J..on may also be 
awarded"". 

we hav~ heard Mr. K.::; • Gill, l·aar:ned counsel 

for the applicants at considerable len~th at the 

adm;L:::>s.ion stage and find that the present OA is 

not cog1J..lZable by this IJ.'ribunal, as there has 09en 

a recen·t decision of this Bench .1.n the case of 

.;:.hanJ<a.x: Lal and 8 Others vs • U .o • .r. & OI'S. in 

O.A. No. 201/2001 decided on 06 .. 12 .200L in which 
~<- ('_)~ ~ :{ r-.~ t ffi;_ ,.__.. 

1.t has teen held that ·the~corrroversy w.1..th I"egard 

to tixation o£ h·::>Ur:s of duty is n,:Jt rna.in·ta.inable 

and that the pr:·oper statu.tory reaedy of the appl.i.cant~ 

is to approach the Regicual Labour Commissiooer. 

Shri K.,;;.. Gill, placed re.i...J.ance on the .I!'Ull Bench 

decJ.sion of the Allahabad Tribunal .i.n the ca;::.e o:t 

.B~1andin and Ors. vs ~ u .. u.I. & Ors., (l:j95} 29 

A:rC (.li'B) 2.57 t.:> su.pport ni$ c,:>ntentJ.Oi'l that the 
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application is maintainable. The decision relied 

upon by Shr1 K.;;;:;, • Gill has been considered alon:;swith 

la.tter decis.i ons en the point in the decision of 
./ 

this Bench, in the case of Shankar Lal and 0.I'5. (S. upra) 

The applicants have not preferred any appeal under 

rUle 4 of the Rules Of the Kailway Servants {Hours 

of enploynent) Rules 1961, '""l.hey cannot ba permitted 

to directly invoke the jurisdiction of t.hl.s Tribunal. 

3. ACcordinglY, the OA is dismissed. as not 

maintainable with·out any· order o.s to costs. The 

applicants, howe•Jer, shall oo at liber·ty to challenge 

the iupugned order before the appropr:iate authority 

as con t'en:plated under l~ ule 4 of the R. ules of the 

Railway .t)er"ants 

~ 
(A ,.p • ~G<.ATH) 

Ad m • .l'le mber 

(Hours of employnent) Rules 1961. 

~ Cf -------
(J'1..£·r ICE O~J?.-·--··GflfiG) 

v ice.~ena ir man 

~---



Part 11 and m destroye4 
1n my pr~sence on .~ .. ~ b ~o f-­
·uttd~C' li·;.~ supentisJOn ·of 
secric- 1.1 vfhcer l J as ger 
order a ted J .. L( .. ["-·"f::t··O... /-
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