
C entral AdradLnistratiye T ribunal Ludcnow Bench Luclmow

O rig in a l A p p lica tio n  So* 236/2004*

I»ucknow, t h i s  th e  27 th  day o f  August# 2004*

HQH’BLE shri s *p * arya membbr( a )

1* K rishna J i  Tewari son o f  Mahacleo Prasad Tewari,

res ic len t o£ M ohalla Subhgah Nagar, C ity  and D is tr ic ±  

Gonda*

2« Ramji Tewari son o£ Hahadeo Prasad Tewari, r e s id e n t  

o f  Itohalla  Subhg^sh Nagar# C ity  and D i s t r i c t  Gonda*

3* Raghavendra Pratap S ingh  son o f  la t e  Ram P a l Singh# 

r e s id e n t  o f  295# C iv il  Lines# o p p o site  Raghukul 

Vi<fyapheeth# ITI Road# Gonda*

4* Qopesh Kianar son o f  K rishna Kishore# r e s id e n t  o f

V illa g e  Kanchanpur Dewaria# P.O. Owari Deeh# D is t r ic t  

Gonda.

5* Sharashad A li  son o f  J a a fa r  A l i ,  r e s id e n t  o f  Maharaniganj# 

P.O* Badagaon, D is t r ic t  Gonda.

6* Devendra Kumar J a isw a l son o f  P aljhan  Jaisw al#  r e s id e n t  

o f  M aharaniganj, S ta t io n  Road# D is t r ic t  Gonda.

7* Hagendra Nath M isra son o f  Keshav Dutt Misra# r e s id e n t  

o f  chhedipiirwa# Gonda*
(I , ■

8* Hanoj Kiinar son o f  Hemant Kumar# r e s id e n t  o f  Narainpur# 

P.O. & D is t r i c t  Su ltanpur.

9 .  Anwar Ahmad son o f  Jameel Ahmad# r e s id e n t  o f  Dhanepur# Gonda. 
M ujeebullah son o f  A inulhaw#r/o Dhanepur#Gonda.

BY Advocate S h r i R.K. Dewedi* •* .A p p lic a n ts .



2 s m a

1* Union o f  In d ia  tlsrough i t s  S ecre ta ry , fU a is tr y  o f  

Railways# R a il Bhawam# IKew 13elM.

2* D iv is io n a l Railway Manager (P ersonnel)#  ll*E* Railway# 

Lucknow.

3* S en ior  S ta t io n  Superintenelent, N.E# Railway# Gonda,

•♦.R espondents*

BY Advocate S h r i Aziaal Khan.

ORDER (ORAL)

BY SHRI S .P . ARYA MSMBER(A)

By t h i s  0*A*, the a p p lic a n ts  seek s fo r  d ir e c t io n  

t o  th e  respondents to  p la ce  th e  a p p lic a n ts  in  th e  e l i g i b i l i t y  

l i s t  dated 5*8*2003 a^d a ls o  to  quash th e  l i s t  annexed to  

th e  l e t t e r  dated  5^8*2003 (A n n ex u re -l) .

2 *  I  have heard the lea rn ed  cou n sel fo r  b oth  th e  p a r t ie s  

and perused  th e  p le a d in g s .

3# The case  o f  th e  a p p lic a n ts  i s  th a t  th ey  have worked 

w ith  the resp on d en ts for  p sreth an  300 days b u t th e ir  names 

haW.not been in c lu d ed  in  the l i s t  o f  s u b s t itu te  lab ou rs fo r  

screen in g  a s c ir c u la te d  by l e t t e r  o f  5 .8 .2 0 0 3  (Annexure>l)«  

^ t  i s  fu rth er  s ta te d  th a t  p erson s hav& ^ ssero working days 

claim ed and v e r i f i e d  days have been c a l le d  fo r  th e  screen in g .



4« Respondents in  th e ir  oomnter rep ly  have s ta te d  

th a t  the respondents have com pleted th e  p r o c e ss  o f  

v e r i f i c a t io n  o f  the worXing days o f  casual la b o u r s /  

s i ib s t itu te s /s e a s o n a l waterman i>y I n v it in g  th e  a p p lic a t io n s  

from the ca n d id a tes regard ing  th e  nuntoer o f  working  

days in  com pliance w ith  tlie d ir e c t io n s  is s u e d  by t h i s  

Tribunal in  NO: 524/2001* I t  i s  f w t h e r  s ta te d

th a t  none o f  th e  a p p lica n ts  have worked fo r  raorethan 

475 days b u t th e  l a s t  s u c c e s s fu l candidate has put in  

2760 days. The a p p lic a n ts  have n o t worked con tin u ou sly#  the  

O.A. i s  th ere fo re  m isconceived .

5 . % e a p p lic a n ts  have subm itted  the r e p r e se n ta t io n  

a g a in s t  the l e t t e r  o f  5#8*2003 s t a t in g  th a t  n e ith e r  the  

working days have been v e r i f ie d  nor th e ir  names have been
by "TK**.

the a p p lic a n tsin clu d ed  in  th e  l i s t .  Once an a p p lic a tio n s  

have been m§de ,  i t  e a s t  bo J u st and proper th a t  th e  

respondents go in to  th e ir  grievan ce^ n ot been^included  in  

th e  s e n io r ity  l i s t  fo r  sc r e e n in g . The q u estio n  o f  being  

em panelled or  n o t been em panelled on the b a s is  o f  working 

days I s  n o t in  q u e st io n  in  th e  p r e se n t O.A. B eing c a l le d  for  

th e  screen in g  and en^anellm ent a f t e r  screen in g  are two 

d if f e r e n t  i s s u e s .  The gr iev a n ce  o f  th e  a p p lic a n t i s  fo r  

n o n -in c lv is io n  in  th e  ^ ^ ^ S ^ T T l s t .  Xt i s  found exped ien t

and in  the in t e r e s t  o f  j u s t ic e  th e  respondents are d irected  

t o  co n sid er  the ca lim s o f  the a p p lic a n ts  fo r  in c lu sio n s  

in  the screen in g  l i s t  inaccordance w ith  the



e x ta n t r u le s  and ^aepartroentsi I n s tr u c t io n s  in  t h i s  regard, 
Tfete a p p lic a n ts  should a ls o  be inform ed the d e c is io n  in  t h i s  

regard*
6# With th e  a^>ove d irec tio n s#  th e  0*A* i s  d isp o sed  o£ 

w ith ou t any order a s  to  c o s t s .

(S .P . Arya) 

Meiaber(A)


