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central administrative tribunal LUCKNC11 BESCH LUCKNOW 

original Applicati<BR_Mj> ^ 36„ ®f 1992_

1 Nati»n«l Uni®n P©stm«ia,Class IV 
& E .D . empleyees, Lucknow,through 

its Circle Secretary, Sri N©er M©hd.

2. Gyaa prakash,^ '■ "'v-
! ■*

3, Chaiadrsj Yaday, ‘ ̂  '' ' ’

4 . M®hd. R a is ,''!- ’.

V - t

5 , Miraj Ahmad,"'-;

Applicants.

Versus

1. UBlfiB ©f India, through,the Secretary 

t® the Ministry ©f C®mmunicati®n, 

Department #f P®sts/ New Delhi.

2 . Chief P©st Master General,U .P.

Circle Luckn«w.

3. Chief P®st Master, Lucknow GPO.

4. Dy. Chief P«>st Master, Luckn®w,GPO

. Res pendent 5,

Hon'ble Mr. S .N . Prasad, Member(JudiciajJ.

Briefly stated the facts of this case, interj 

a lia , are that the applicants N®. 2 t© 5 were initiall; 

engaged/app®inted as «  substitute/E. 'D. Stamp Vendors 

on 1 .5 .1 9 89  vide (annexura A-1 t© A-4); and since thsn^ 

they have been w©rking c©ntinu©usly and have been 

discharging their duties satisfacterily.

2 , The main grievance ®f the applicants appear!

t© be that despite having rendered c©ntinu©us service 

ab©ut more than 3 years, the applicants n o .2 t© 5 have 

not been regularised so far despite the reprasentatiQii 

(annexure A-5,A-6,A-7,A-8 and A-9). ^

3 , The learned counsel for the applicentg whill

Contd. . . if-



drawing lay attention t© the contents ©f the application 

and the papers annexed theret® has urged that the 

grievance ®f the applicants w@uld be substantially mat 

if  the above representati©ns(annexure A-5 t© A-9) are 

decided early by the respondent n©. 2 , which are lying 

U0decided s© far, by reasoned and speaking ©rder,

4  ̂ Having considered all the view p©ints and

all the aspects of the matter# I find it  expedient that 

the ends ®f justice would be met if the respondent N®.2 

is directed t® decide the representations ©f the 

applicants n©.2  to 5 (annexure A-5 t® A-9 ; which are 

dated 2 9 .5 .9 2 ,2 9 .5 .9 2 ,2 9 .5 .9 2 ,2 7 .5 .9 2  and 2 9 .5 .9 2  

respectively) by reasoned.and speaking ©rder in acc©rd^r< 

ance with extant rules, regulatisns, and orders in this 

regard, within a period ©f tw© months from the date ©f 

the receipt ©f the copy ©f this ©rder; and I ©rder 

acc©rdingly. It  is made clear that the applicants are 

at liberty t® furnish a c©py ®f the ab©ve representatiT- 

-©ns t® the respondent n® .2  within a period ®f one week 

fr©m the date @f receipt ©f the copy «f this ©rder 

t© enable the resp®ndent n©. 2 t® decide the ab®v© 

representations within af®resaid specified period of 

time, in case* the above representations are n®t readily

available with tha respondent n©.2 .

5 , The application ©f the applicants is

disp©sed of as ab©ve with©ut any ©rder as t© costs^^^^^

Member (J)

Luckn®w dated 22nd Ju ly ,1992.

(RKA)
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