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(s)
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Particulars to be examined

1. Is the appeal competent?

2, (a) Is the application in the prescribed form ?

.(>b) Is the application in paper book form ?

(c) Have six c 
been filed

omplete sett of the application

3. (a) Is the appeal rn time ?

(b) If not, by 
time ?

(c) Has suffici 
application

Endorsement  as to result of Examination

V - ^

how many days it is beyond

ent case for not making the 
in time, been filed ?

I
4. Has the document of authorisatiori/Vakalat- 

nama been filed ?

, 619 > 3^accompanied by B. D/Postal- L  4"̂5. Is the application 
Order for Rs. 50/-

'6. Has the certified copy/copies of the order (s) 
against which the application is made been ' 

filed ?

YU

7. (a) Have the copies of the documents/relied

upon by tĥ  
the appiicati

upon by th 5 applicant and mentioned in j 

an, been filed ?

(b) Have the 
above duly 
and numbefd

ocuments referred to in (a)
attested by a Gazetted Officer 

accordingly ?

k
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TW£,CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIUE*TRIBUNAL 

CIRCUIT BENCH.LUCKNOy. ’

eRDER SHEET

0-A. 111/88(1/)
REGIST..nriuN No. of 19S .

G.K. Verma

UERSU5

DEFENDANT

RESPONDENT

L - O . I

^ ia l  
number 

o f  order 

and date

27.4 .89

Brief Order, Mentioning Reference 

i f  necessary

Hou) compliecl 

with anddate 

of compliance

Hon. D'.S. Misra#A-M, 

Hon .D .K , Aqarwal, J>M.

Shri. L.P.Shukla learned counsel 

for the applicant prays fac further tiiie 

to file an application for amendment c 

the petition to implead the Union of ]ndia 

as a party. He is allowed to do so within 

a week. The learned counsel for the 

respondents requests for seme, time for 

i filing a .si.pplanentary counter affida^'it^

contain^ seme new f acts disclosed 

f;i IftfT  h y  i t ,

He is allowed to do so within ten day > •

List it for further orders on 

iJ.M. A-M.

brc/

22.5.89.
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CENTRAL MX^'ilNlSTRATIVE TRIBUNIiL ̂  M jLJVHABAD

a  aCUIT BENCH 

LUCKNOW

O .A .N o .  1 1 1 /8 8

G*K.Verma Applicaat

versus

Uiaiop- of India Sc others Respo agents.

Horn. Mr. Justice UJC .S r ivastava, V-C.
Hoa. Mr*A.B.Gorthi, Aim. Member.

(Hoa. Mr. A.B.Gorthi, A.M.)

*

By means of this application un^er section 19

of the A(iministrative Tribunals Act, 1985# Shri

G.K.vertna claims his promotion as Senior Ticket 

Collector (T .C .l .)  iis the graie of Rs 330-560 v^ith 

effect from 27. 10.1985 and thereafter as Train

Ticket Examiner (T .T .S .)  togethef th all consequential 

benefifSe

on 27. 10.80
•̂2, Tlae applicant/while working as Ticket Collector,

in the gra^e of Ml 260-400 was awarded the punishmeiat 

of reduction to a lower stage in the time scale sxfor 

a period of five years with postp©n@tieet of future

increments und,er Railway Servants (D.&A ) Rules, 1968. 

The puaishasent ceased to be operative on ccsnpletion 

of five years i .e . with effect from 27, 10. 85 . On an

enquiry from the applicant, he was informed by the 

concerned authority that due to some stay or^iers of

Allahabad High Court no further prorno^iQjj^could be
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effected.Thereafter, on 2 5 .1 1 .^ ,  81 Ticket 

Collectors in the grade of Rs 260-400_j including

the applicant# were promoted with effect from

27.11,85.Later it'transpired that the stay orders 

haiS nothing to do with the appliccant*s case and 

that there was no impediment in prcmoting the
UarVsji/vv

applicant with effect from 27.10.SB^eligible for

promotion.The applicant's case is that had he been 

pr©mote«i ais T.C,Grade I on the date, he wenald 

have bec®me eligible f©r Bfelection fer the higher 

post ©f C©ndiiCt©r, Head Ticket Collect®^ and S.T,T,B  

in the grade ©f Rs 1400-2300 for which selection 

was held on 2,7,88*He was not called for such 

selection because ©f his delayed promotion/ so he 

alleges. He has no^Tjhowever# clarified as to|iow 

exactly the delay of one month teia# adversely 

effected his career prospects. His representations

to the superiors remained unanswered*

3, The respondents took the preliminary

plea of limitatLon on the ground that the applicant

had approachai the Tribunal rather late, as the 

cause of action partain^ t 9 ^ e  year 1985. This
V

issue was heard and the application was admitted 

on 25.9*89. Tte respondents in tl® ir reply clarified 

that soon after receiving the interim orders from 

the High Court lifting the Stay Order on 30,10,85^ 

the question of granting promotion in all pending 

cases Was taken up. Accordingly 81 Ticket Collectors 

inc(6uding the applicant were considered and promoted ^ 

with effect from 27.11.1985.The respondents, h;w eveg,

ha/e not furnished any satisfactory «xplanaction
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as to why the applicant was s©t given pr@rnotioiti with 

efi.ect from 27 ,lO* 1985# oa which date Jshs became 

eligible for promotion and the re were vacancies also.

As regards farther promotioifof the applicant,it seems 

that he had. been considered for promotion to the 

post of T.T.ji, ill March, 1989 but was not consiiereti
♦

fit f®r promotion,

4. The learned counsel f©r t he applicant conteMed 

that the applicant should ha/e been promoted as 

Senior Ticket Collector Grade I  (Rs 330-560) with 

effect from 27.10*1985 when tl^ disciplinary award 

against him ceased t(^e operative. The respondents 

hsre failed to promote the applicant on tl^ dtae iate 

under some mis-conception as to the stay order passei

by the High Court. Even whent te stay orier was vacated,

the applicant could have been considered for promotion

retrospective effect, which too m e respondents 

failed to do»

5. I b view of the absva the applioatiOB deserves 

t<^e allowaa partly. The applicant shall be deems a to

. h » e  been promotes as Senior Ticket Collector gradel,

(85 330-560iwith effect fr9m 27.10.85 and he shall

be entitled tc^ll consequential reliefs, monetary or

oeherwlse. As regards his eBtl^lftmant for further

promotions, we find that there is no j-astifio.stion for 

our intervention,

6. Parties t© bear their

A .M .

, I Lucknow Dt, \ ‘J-9-91, 

Sh alleel/
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IN THF-. CiINTkAL ADMINISTRATIVE -TR'IBUNAL 

CIRCUIT BEWCH, LUCKNOi'/.

I : .

■2> (]Q>

G. K. Verma Applicant

Versus

Divisional Railway^^‘anag6^ another . •  Respondents

FORjvl I .

(See Rule 4 )

APPLICATION UNDER SECTIOM 19 OF THE Aa/JNISTRATIVE-TRIBUi^lALS

ACT - 1985.

\

For use in Tribunal’ s office

Date of filing ................................................... .............. ..

Or .

Date of receipt
by post ............................................... .......................

Registration No. ...................................................
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liM jm  CE^^rRAL AOvilNISTMTIVE TRIBUisiAL, CIRCUIT BENCH,

LUCKInIOW.

REGISTRATION NO. OF 1988 . L O

APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 19 OF THE AffillNISTxRATIVE TRIBUIMAU

ACT - 1985,

G. K. Verma —  Applicant

X ' .

V -

Versus

Divisional Railvtfay Manager,Northern Railway, 
Hazratganj, Lucknow and^other . .

DETAILS OF APPLICATION;

1* Particulars of the applicant*

Respondents.

(i )  Name of the applicant

$ ii )  Name of father

( iii) Designation and office 
in which employed

. .  Sri G. K. Verma 

••  Sri K .D .Lal Verma

(iv) Office address

(v) Address for service 
I of all notices as

2. PARTICULiiRS OF THE RuSPUNDENTS.

(i)  Name and/or designation 
of the respondents.

(i i )  Office address of the 
respondents.

(i ii )  Address for service of 
all notices

3. PARTICULARS OF THF ORDERS AGAINST 
. ^̂ HICH THii A/)PLIC,.TI0N IS MADE

Senior Ticket- 
Collector under 
Senior Chief Inspector 
of Tickets,Northern 
Railway,Charbagh,Lucknow.

Office of the Senior 
Chief Inspector of Ticketj 
(station) Northern i.ailwa' 

Charbagh, Luc know.

As given above.

1). Divisional Railvi/ay 
manager, Northern

Railway,Hazratganj, 
Lucknow.

2 ) .Senior Divisional

Personnel Officer 
Northern Railway

Hazratganj, Lucknow.

O-v-WaO \o«.c><i
Since the applicaitit's representation dated 

12.1.1988 has not been decided by the respondent No.1 

there is no impugned order,

SUBJECT IN BRIEF
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3. SUBJECT IN^RIEF

The applicant is entitled to be promoted as 

as Senior Ticket Collector (T.C. gr. I)* 

grade R s .330-560 (RS) with'effect from 

27.5)0.1985 and thereafter as Train Ticket 

Examiner (TTE) against existing vacancy 

which promotions have not been given by the 

respondents.

i,
4 . JURISDICTION OF THE TRIBUIMAL

The applicant declares that the subject matter

I  ̂ • - ■
V ' against vvhich he wants redressal is within the

jurisdiction of this Hon*ble (Tribunal.

5. LIMITATION

The applicant further declars that the 

application is within limitation prescribed 

in section 21 of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 

1985.

6. FACTS OF THE CASE

(a) , That the applicant, while working as a

Ticket Collector grade Rs. 260-400 (r s ) was awarded 

punishment of reduction to a lower stage in. the time 

scale for a period of 5 years effecti'fefi!̂  from the date of order 

with postponment of his future increifients, as a result 

of disciplinary action, A true photo stat copy of the 

said punishment order dated 27.10.1980 is being filed 

herewith as AMNEXURE NQ.A-1 to this application.



(b) ■ That after the promotion of $/Shri Jagdamba

Prasad and V'.K.Malhotra, T.Cs in grade Rs .260-400 (RS) 

as Ticket Collectors grade I and Train Ticket 

Examiner (TTEs ) in grade Rs .330-560 (R-S), the applicant
f

Was on the top of the seniority list for being^___

promoted as Sr. T .C .(T .C . Gr.l) and Train Ticket 

Examiner in grade R s .330-560 (RS) , but due to the 

pendency of the aforesaid disciplinary 

case resulting into punishment, no promotion was given 

to him on due dates. A true phtostat copy of the relevant . 

pages of the seniority list dated 23.6.1982. are being 

y- filed herewith as AMNEXU'-E NO-A-2 to this application.

(c ). That the aforesaid punishment period 

contained in Annexure N0 .AI expired on 26,10.1985, 

and as such the applicant v̂fas entitled to be promoted 

first as Senior Ticket Collector (TC-gr.’I ’ ) scale 

R s .330-560 (rs) vdth effect from 27.10.1985 and 

thereafter as'Train Ticket Examiner (TTE) against one of the 

existing vacancies in the same scale.

(d)* ■ That after some times of the expiry of 

the punishment period on 26.10.1985, the applicant, 

on an enquiry from the office of the respondents, 

came to knovtf that his promotion was not being made 

as Sr.Ticket Collector (T .C .gr .l) and Train Ticket 

Examiner in grade R s .330-560 (RS) because of some

stay orders granted by the Hon’ ble High Court of Judicature 

at Allahabad( Lucknow Bench ) Bvft-Sh«feia-eftd Lucknovi/ in 

writ petitions nos . 5376 of 1983 (D.R Shukla and another 

versu”̂ union of India and other« ) and 6008 of 1983(sits 

Rsm verma and another versus union of India and others) 

challenging the senirity lists^ei^ OJ^icket collectors



'-Cl

U -

r

H

grade R s .260-400 (RS) and the applicant placed reliance 

thereon.

e). That thereafter, the respondent No.2,

by a notice bearing Mo,220E/6-8/TC dated 25.11»1985j 

promoted 81 ticket collectors grade Rs»260~400 (RS) 

including the applicant as TTE/TC gr.I scale Rs.

330-560 (RS)= with effect from 25.11.1985 instead of 

promoting the applicant with effact from 27.10.1985 

when his penalty was expired. It  may be mentioned 

that the order with regard to promotion of staff as 

T .T .E . was not made operative. A true copy (photostat) 

of the said notice dated 25.11.1985 is being filed herewith 

as AMwEXUJlE NO.A-3 to this application.

f ) .  That since by the aforesaid notice, the 

applicant was not promoted as Senior T.C. vdth 

retrospective effect i .e . from 27,10.1985 and also 

as Train Ticket Examiner on regular basis against 

one of the existing vacancies, he felt aggrieved

and, therefore, started to make attempts to find out the 

correct position m lh regard to the aforesaid writ 

petitions and stay orders granted therein by 

the Hon’ ble High Court on which basis he was not 

being promoted, fso as to file an effective representation 

against the injustice meted out to him.

g ). That after great efforts, the applicant

could be able to manage the relevant papers, information 

and correct position of the above two writ petitions 

(5376 of 1983 and 6008 of 1983),
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h). . That a perusal of the relevant papers and 

information so collected by the applicant revealed 

that the aforesaid two writ petitions were filed in the 

Hon’ ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad (Lucknow Bench) 

Lucknow challenging the .^alidity of two revised seniority 

lists dated 16 .6.83 & 11.10.83 issued by the respondents 

disturbing the seniority of some T.Cs ^  as already assigned 

in the seniority list dated 23 .6 .82  ( Annexure -^2 ).

It  further revealed that in the -said writ petitions, 

the applicant vi?as neither impleaded as par^nor his 

seniority position v̂ /as challenged in any manner either 

by the petitioners or respondents rather they had accepted 

' him as senior to all and his seniority position as assigned

, on the top v̂ as kept intact. It  further revealed

that the stay orders dated 6.10.1983 and 11.11.1983 

granted by the Hon'ble High Court in the said v;rit 

petition were neither applicable in the Cu;se of the 

applicant nor the Hon'ble High Court had restrained 

the respondents fro;a making his promotion as Senior 

 ̂ T .C . w .e .f . 27.10,1985 and thereafter as T'.T.h.

— The Hon‘ ble High'Court had restrained the respondents 

froi| making promotion on the basis of the revised 

seniority lists which were Annexures Nos. - 4 to writ 

 ̂ petition No.5376. of 1983 and Annexure No.3 to 

writ petition No .6008 of 1983. True photostat 
« <

copies of stay orders dated 6.10.1983 and 11.11.83 

and Annexure No.4 to writ Petition No.5376 of 83 

and Annexure No,3 to ,;rit Petition No. 6008 of 83 

are being filed herewith respectively as ANKEXURES 

NOS. A-4,A-5,A~6 and A-7 to this application.

i)* That thereafter, the applicant made a 

representation dated 12.1.1988 to the respondent
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(1 ) , That no supplementary selection/test of 

the candidates, who could not appear on 2,7 ,1988 for 

reasons beyond their control, has yet been held nor 

date therefor^ has been fixed or notified. The result of 

the said selection has also not been declared,

(m) That from a supplementary counter affidavit 

filed on behalf of the Rail ^  Adminstration in the 

High Court of Judicature at Allahabad (Luc know Bench) 

Luxknol3̂)in Writ Petition No.6008 of 1983 (Sita Ram Verma 

and another Versus Union of India and others),

A  vacation of Stay orders, ittdould be see^i/that a good

number of posts of Sr.Ticket-Collectors and Train Ticket 

Examiners for promotion were available with the respondents 

atleast from 1 ,1 ,84 , but the respondents, despite there being 

no stay or orders of any court applicable in the case of the 

applicant, have not promoted him eve^ till  to-day, A true 

photostat copy of the said supplementary counter a fa  dagit 

is being fa e d  herewith as ANNSXTJRB NO.A-lO to this application

(n) That as and when the applicatit contacted the 

respondent No,2 for his promotion, he was told 

that the sameVtaild not be made because of the orders 

of the Hon’ ble High Court passedin the aforesaid

writ petitions but they refused to give him any thing in

writing. It may be mentioned that the aforesaid stay orders

(Annessure Nos, A-4 and A-5) which were not applicable in the

case of the applicant have been ga vacated by the Hon*ble 

High Clurt by its order dated 15,10,1984 subsequently modified 

by orders dated 31.10.1985, but the respondents still have 

iiot issued the orders of the a plicant*s promotions as 

claimedi A trt̂ e photostat copy of the modified orders datedTirue
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which was receivt-d in his office on the-same date, claiming 

his promotion as T .U . grade I with offect from 27.10*1985 and

thereafter as Train Tickct .examiner against the existing

vacancy, but the respondents, till to-day, have neither,issued his

promotion order as requested though the vacancies still-exist

and there is no order of any court restraining thenf from

making such promotions nor decided his representation. A

true photostat copy of the said representation dated 12.1.1988

is being filedherewith as Al̂ l̂ ;iEXURh -NO. A-8 to this application.

j ) .  That while the aforesaid representation dated

V  ■ 12,1.1988 (Annexure No.A-8) was pending with the respondent

No.1 , the Divisional Personnel-Officer, Northern Railway, 

Hazratganjt Lucknow, by his notice dated 9 .6 ,1988 , decided to 

hold .a selection for the posts of Conductors, Head Ticket Collectors

S.T.Es.grade R s .1400-2300 (RP) on 2 .7 ,1988 . In the said 

selection 144 persons who were Vi/orking and already promoted 

as Train Ticket Examiners were called to appear . a  true 

photostat copy of the said notice dated 9 .6 .1 9 8 8 ;is being

il.
filed herev>/ith as î 'iî DCUvE NQ.A-9 XG this application.

>

k)* That in the aforesaid selection, the applicant was not

called to appears as he was wx not promoted as Train

Ticket Examiner. Had he been promoted as Train

Ticket Examiner at the due. time , he would

have been eligible to appear in the said selection*

Thus the applicant, due to administrative fault, 

which is still continued, has been suffej^ng substantial 

losses in the m ^ter of public employments for his 

no fault, vmich is violative of Article 14 and 16 of the 

Constitution of India.
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(1 ) . That no supplementary selection/test of 

the candidates, who could not appear on 2, 7.1988 for 

reasons beyond their control, has yet been held nor any 

date therefor^ has been fixed or notified. The result of 

the said selection has also not been declared.

V

(m) That from a supplementary counter affidavit

filed on behalf of the Rail gr Adminstration in the 

High Court of Judicature at Allahabad (Lucknow Bench)

LuxknofeO in Writ Petition N0. 6OG8 of 1983 (Sita Ram Verraa 

and another Versus Union of India and others), 

for vacation of Stay orders, it i^u ld  be seen/that a good 

number of posts of Sr.Ticket-Collectors and Train Ticket 

Examiners for promotion were available with the respondents 

atleast from 1 ,1 ,84 , but the respondents, despite there being

no stay or orders of any court applicable in the case of the

applicant, have not promoted him eve?i till  to-day. A true 

photostat copy of the said supplementary counter a fa  da«it 

is being filed herewith as ANNEXURE NO.A-10 to this application,

(n) That as and when the applicaiit contacted the

respori^jit N0.2 for his proniotion, he was told 

that the sameVteald not be made because of the orders 

of the Hon*ble High Coisrt passedin the aforesaid 

writ petitions but they refused to give him any thing in 

writing. It m y  be mentioned that the aforesaid stay orders 

(Annexure Nos. A-4 and A-6) which were not applicable in the 

case of the applicant have been gs vacated by the Hon’ ble 

High Clurt by Its order dated 15.10.1984 subsequently modified 

by orders dated 31.10.1985, but the respondents still have 

not issued the orders of the applicant's promotions as 

olaimedi A true photostat copy of the modified orders dated
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31*10.1985' passed by the Hon’ ble High Court is being filed 

herewith as AI^EXUHE M0.A -.11 to this application,

(o) That it is provided under a* Note given under

paragraph 4.1(x) of the Brouchure on Railvay Servants 

(Discipline and Appeals) Rules 1968 (relevant page

11) that if a person becomes due for pronotion 

after the finalization of the disciplinary proceed ngs 

and the penalty imposed[is one of the allowing, he 

should be proniote<|l)nly after the expiry of the penalty:

(1 ) Witholding of promotionj

(2) Withholding of increment;

(3) Reduction to a lower stage in time scale; and

(4) Reduction to a lower time scale, grade or post. 

Provided that where the penalty imposed is Vwithholding

of increment* and it becomes operative from a future date, the

■ person concerned 'should be promoted in his turn andthe penalty
/

imposedin the promiton grade for aperiod which v©uld not result 

in greater monetary loss, A trueycopy of the relevant page 11 

 ̂ of the said rule is being filed h rewith as ANITBXURE N0,A.12

to this application*

.. ’

(p) That since the case of the applicant is covered under 

the aforesaid rule; he was entitled to be promoted as Sr,T,C, 

and T ,T ,B . after the expiry o f  the penalty on 26,10,1985, but 

the respondents have not yet promoted the applicant as requested 

and as permissible under the rules, which is arbitrary 

and via.ative of Articles 14 and 16 of the Constitution.of India

(q) That the act of the respondents in not 

promoting the applicant as prayed also amounts to 

punishment violative of Article 311(2) of the Constitution of 

India,
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7 . m LiM B  B om m .

In view of the facts mentioned in para 6 above, the 

applicant prays for the following reliefss -

(a) That this Hon* hie Tribunal be pleased to directyS the 

respondents to proinote the applicant as Senior Ticket 

Collector with effect from 27,10•1985 instead of

25,11.1985 and thereafter as Train Ticket Examiner 

against one of the existing vacancy from the due date 

after 26>10*85«

(b) That this Hon*ble Tribunal be further pleased to direct 

the respQident to hold the supplementary examimtion 

selection of the applicant for the posts of Conductor 

Head Ticket Collector and S .T .E . in irjhich he was not. 

called.

(c) Cost of the application may also kindly be a'tjarded to 

the applicant.

G R O U N D S

(i> That the act of the resondents iv\ not promoting the
*

applicant as Senior Ticket Collector with effect 

from 27.10.1985 and thereafter as Train Ticket Examiner 

against existing vacancy is illegal, arbitrary and 

unconstitutonal violative of the Principles of 

Natural Justice, Articles 14 and 16 of the 

Constitution of India,

(ii) That non promotion of the ^plicant on the post of
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Sta Senior liotet Collector and thereafter Iraln Ticket

Examiner even after the expiry of the punishment perlo 

amounts to punishment and enhancement of the punishment 

already imiosed upon him without being given him an 

opportunity of being heard, * i c h  is violative of Article 

311(2) of the Constitution.

( i U )  That the act of the respondent in not calling the applicant 

to apiear to the selection held on 2 ^ 7 ^ 1 ^  for the posts 

of conductors, Head Tickst Collectors and S.T.Bs is illegal 

arbitrary and amounts to funishment,

8 . TWTTSRIM ORpSR. IF PRAYSD FM s

In the facts and circimstances of the case, the ^spondentsi

may be directed not to declare the result of the selection 

held on 2.7.1988 for the posts of conductors, Head Ticket 

Collectors and S.T .Es. till the disposal of the application 

to allow the applicant to appear in the supplementary selection- 

/test subject to ultimate decision of the writ petition,

9. T3ETAILS OF T^E REMEDY EXHAUam.

The applicant declares that he has availed of all the 

remedies available to him under the relevant service rules etc,

10. MATTER HOT PMDIKG WITH M Y  OTHER COURT^TC.

The applicant further declares that the natter 

regarding v;hich the application has been made is not 

pending before any court of law or any other authority or any 

other Bench of the Tribunal.

11. PARTICULARS OF POSTAL ORDER IN 

RESPECT OF THS APPLIGATIGN FEE.



:d i  0 1 ^ 7 3 ^ .
1 . Summer of In d ia n  P o sta l  ---

O r d e r s C s )  ■ . / i  p  _____

2 . ISiame of issuing  Post of f ie  ^

T\ of issu© of p o s t ^  order —
3 . I>ate ol issue q ^« T^ate ol iso^® . . .  /

4 , Post O ffice  at vihich pay fe —

r

-A

. X

aoeuaeuts to reliedupon is encXosea. 

dated 27#10*1 ^ 0* 

s. Jhotctat copy of seniority list d a t e d  a3. 6.82(r.le,ant

pages)

3. Ptotostat copy of notice Ho.220E/6-8/TC dated 2 5 .U .8 5

promoting 81 Ticket Collectors,

4 , Photostat copy of stay order dated 6,1Q*83 

6, Photostat copy o f  stay order dated 11.11,83

6. Photostat copy o f  revised seniority list dated 16.5,83

7 , Photo stat copy of revised seniority list dated 11,10,83« 

Photostat
8, 3̂ Ak«ittedp^ df the representation dated 12,1,1988 of 

the applicant,

9, Photostat copy o f  notice dated 9,6,1988 for holding 
selection for the posts of conductors Head Ticket 
Collectors and S,T,Bs.

10, Photostat copy o f  affidavit filed by the Railv\'-ay 
Administration for vacation of stay order,

11, Photostat copy of Hon’hle High Courts order dated 31.K

12, Photostat copy of relevant page 11 of rule 4-1 (x) of .
»  & A Rales 1968,

VERIFIGiaiOI.

I , G.K.Verma, son of Sri K,B‘, U 1  lem a
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V/

aged about 31 years, resident of 532/496 'Ka* Banarasi Tola, 

^ ig a n 3 , L u & n o w , dj hereby verify th i  the contents 

from paragraph 1 to 13 are true to my personal knowledge 

and belief and that I have not aupressed any material fact.

T SIGHATURE OF THK APPLICMT

■ < V <

To,

The Registrar,
Central AaniiJiistrative Tribu;.al, 
Circuit Bench,lAicknow.
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Appeal )Ruies, 1968. 

No I Vlo/ii/c/79/LGS

of the Railway Serv;,nt9

NORTHBftN R.-̂ LiVAY 

Uvisional Office 

lAJCknowi

Dated: Oct. 27, 1930.G.K. Verma,

Ticket Collector, 

through Station Supdt., Lucknow.

Encjuiry O f f ic e n V ig r ^ i i t J  findings submitted bv +hp

Vig/Il/Q/79A(S dated*19.4.1979

Officer,f«* reasons folTthe^fiSiJ^^ findings of the Enquiry

• S T u ’ s z s v L i i r i  S T " ! , : ; , . .

- "- 1 ^

-L_

of collecting h. 10/- by n r i ^ T  u° the charoe

Narain (the passenger) is~Ex p * ^  ^®P
^|^^.,Deep N^rain recorded of

m a ^ n  enrJorseiii^i^riFf[j^  g*V« fitiha^-BIiLTC
l̂ a t  this statement is recrrded a« « t ® ^ i ^ i t i n H i ^

him which was duly acc<=n+ow k, L  f out to

/ presence of Shrl Shayafattan

o n : :  s t t  ! £ B
Rail.Aay Board on i»«Pector/vigilance

Shy^jaOjaranM ^ra , n a t io n j^ h > ^

statiJfleir-^rTErSse^^^ L f  that“l H r —

T.C. for waiting but t S  oaŝ  en^r ^

the facts to the TCR for L i ^ g '^ S c 'o ^ d l d t M s

•st^blisJjed that elaborately

prepared subsequently by S h r i ^ T ^ i ! r \  ^
of the charge of collectsnn R ,*^/ ®®ve his skin

0 ^  the passenger in an trying to pass

eft was i s s L T t o  t!L p a s s S i  * L t  no
statonent of prosecution w it L ^  established from the

as well as coLs-examinatLn tH
that no receipt v»as given ?o hHj! told him

Charge agaiL^t ShJ^ A®

established, i , therefore hnl /•?*/^^cknow  is fully 

leveleed against him. HisVav charges

Rs. 278/- to Rs. 260/- for f iW  veaL reduced from
future increments." s wi ,h postponemont of

In the "iemorandl'of°ch.’rSe*shMt r e f « r e d ^ n ’’'i ^ ' '“ ‘'®“ “ Msined

centd ...2 .

1
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same « «  ® « le . Your pay is, therefore, reduced fwm the stage

I U  LV^- * 260-400 (RS) you
are holding at present for a period of five ve^rs tfiitk fLrv, '

date of this order with postponement of future increments.'

L e a n  r!h «  Servants (Discipline and

f n  b (? i A  ™  these orders lies to
A»D«h.B(G)/Luckno\Vj provided « - .

(i) the appeal is sulomitted within 45 days from the date 
you receive the orders, and

(ii )  the appeal does not contain improper or disrespectful
JL3nQ\JldQ6*

3.

4.

A copy of the findings is enclosed. 

Please gcknoiA'ledge receipt*

Di /̂- as above.

Cbpy to’ s-

(S .K . Nanda)

Senior Dlvi. CbnHnl« Superiretenclenrt 

Lucknow,

r information and necessary action. S.R* of
Shri G.K* Vermaj T.C. xs returned herevjith*

Sew N^thern Railway, Baroda House,
N w ^elhl, for infoimation. He « d n  please connect his office 
file no. 11. \4g /38/ 79/RB in this connection.
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Northern Railway

No, 847E6/8 TC Divisional Office
Lucknow dt, 23,6,82

The Station Supdt,Lucknow,BSB, FD, PBH, SIN’ S. ?RG 

The Divl, C ,I .T , Lucknow, CIT/Bffl,

The StaUon Master, BBK, /\Y , SH3, JNU, KEI, RBL on 

BOY & JNH,

Sub; Provisional Seniority list of Ticket

Collectors Grade Hs, 260-400(RS)

■ ■ •

The provisional seniority list of ^Cs Scale

Hs, 260-40o(r$) is  sent herewith for information

please. This should be given wide publidity so as

to enable the staff to submit representations, if

any within one month from the date of issue of this

letter.

Representation i f  any, received should 

immediately be forwarded to this office. In case 

no representation is received in this office 

by the target date, it  will be assumed that the 

seniority list is ccaftect and treated as final,

<flny error or ommission noticed in respect 

of service particulars of the staff should be 

br(5ught to the notice of this office atonce,

Sd/- 2 3 ,6 ,8 2

(N.K, Mehta) 
for Divl, i*ersonnel OfficerD/Vas abov%.

Copy to:

i* It® Divl,Secy,URMU-near Parcel Office, Luckovv.'
2, The Divl,Secy,NRMU near Guards running roorE.Lucknov^

• •
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1 < 0 , 22O F / 6- 8/TG  ̂ ; jjl&i,ONAL OFFICE,
LUCKWQ]rt/

, ^ ^ X 1 12 a

f 6  Hon.ble^

tc ofriciatG r^-vf?i ^oted sfa friJp  ? '

w

• ^ .Nor,ll5 îG 

^ ^

I* P*(K,<,V(j;raa 
N|Oa T^v,’ai’i  

fii|,glvaatava *

I* **=>0 IIK so i
7 . O’ f^d
X* Balak Rurn I  (Sc^

9 * <3 c )

] R:;!:i I  ■

i i -  ^2 c )

^QSignation”“-T.pres-r!^^^ - -  «  ^ _
--- ^ T : iPlace of postiicir

: t g ^l k o  - _  *. I tti

■Tc/mh ■ 
t q / f d ' 

tc/lko •
T(J/LKC

tc; ^ b ' ■ ■

/'"> i :i

Inha-! /Qn\  ̂ ' ■ ).
*G^LKO, r W ^ '/___ ••

• - .  , c s c >

* v>i**̂ T̂CT KlH7rctT"v̂ l̂)
'1 3 . .tenni :,al ^

'5 . ^ h a r l  (So) '

io. fehŷ TU Sunc.T ■

pn*

I?*P ' • ^mcccl /ill 

5|f*'^agwan Kar;

5? ’ ^>ngh . • :- mr,/otjp

I f
2?. Fren L a l iC c jr ' '

C,B,?andcy

Singh I 
^■j*; &t&,i'anclQy
j j*- .-SiOoBajDai 
35. irlfuliah 

. 4* HiKhah

3£r. lr.K;,xiuar..
- I "' ■ ': ■

TC/UCO

tg / l k o

?c/ b s b
I!

^ ^ /:» 'l .iC O ’,

t> 

tj

n

. :i ■

'■ T c/S F G

I!

T G /K ^

. .«
r:-'

’Ur

n ■;■ 

TC/&LN
*C/JiTu \

"C/BHC 

5?'C/LK0 .

TG/R3L
'^C/TIi.
m / L K O , : , , .

Cbntd;..2,‘• * e •

rfr' ■ 
■y.t.
^iy'n
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V'.ra

kI" . ® ’ '̂*• '■■T' '
JJ-2 .; iu,idhey ijhy, ,rj

• r . 3, S i -1V; .;£
^5* ivai'.! i;h;.ni:f,r 

/iow.'Vi
a  ̂ ;

i'-* .. * i'T. ;■•> ,;-ji: '

2̂-
tc/ lko

MT,

a'\'

V

'̂ ,.-

^ioK.Khan 
*'.C,*';:ndC'7 

P<..?4ai^cgit ?-i2und-r
Ku-ii:-r Srivrst-.v, 

5!+.. D;.vi ■

iir .i'ov-iri
(ac) -

{'oQ') \

?9. u.K.i'uri

°9»

!Fai2ul, II.;,.c..ĵ

e C  :̂-'lvas.t
Mr ’ ' (i '•' --V a

t. - k Ik .S r It t;,v .-, \ 
IvoIC,5nnv.ri;o

/O. Sr.t.inJu 
/ * •  x:i;.'.n.;h•• r  t,.-,i ^

7^- B,B.

■ 'I'C/LKO
W t K O
TC/7LIG. ■
TC/Kto
TC/iESi-FrY
H
It

TG/LKO .
. 'Ĵ C/B:-B .

: Ta^Lico . 
T-y'IoB' '

: TC/LKO 
TG/BSb
V

TC/SH'G'
■TC/LKO
^a ''3sQ
tc/ lk o  .
TC/BiB

II
.» c. ’

iVaTC/?HG ■■
, TC//13P '

.,-_TC/LKO •■
' T c /m

T^UiO ■ ■

73,-
7^.

c;
 ̂  ̂•

f- r-!
/ / •;
.'/a

— • c; u

K* BaliA*
3ha:?v.’.:i-

'' r TV i.

â-!- FfU ,,

'\ ? 0
0 C-o

1 •

TC/6W ■ 
, TG/LXO
tc/ lko
tc/ lko

i ~c:o- '■'
' TC/BS3 
TC/'l-ill. ■ 
(̂ /̂B53 

J:C/'S:;5'

'.'G/LKO 
Tfl/LKO , 
TC/LKO

r

h,
►'3

. rop-r postinr o-dh of k *’ ■ ' ' ''■
^  above noted staff w a i

I *

'’'583'^:n?^6oo8*c f°198^ ‘̂ ®cission of
-  *^Lud:now ^e^cb) »igh

D

C o n d t . . . , 3

/
. /

/"

>'! ■/ 
'■ I - .

( fr'T. ■



r
/

/
M l it

A/fi- > f

; i > i ,
»IV

H
= > y .

h

u*

li
/■ V

C ,M . APPl*! (W) ol’ lyt'^

Inrnj

Writ r'3tJ,t.lon I'lo.̂ ?̂76 of ’''■•̂ ■̂'<5•. 

Drl/;, R!̂ J 31UiltUi liiid Manoiiwr I.al,
r-t,I l,|,uf)«rB

■' v̂ rraun . ,

Union of inclU und oywiro opp-Partlwa,

Appllocitlon for Stay •

Lavluiyw DuVJiii 6 , 10, 19*33 j

Jlon’ blo

IflftiiH r)(ttU'«, Ut4fli'(irnt(u'tn p.at, 8 4 ty U mu.y, 11'

liiey ao (Jtit)lw, flly a uoniilHr-ur,ii(Ujvlt wltliln wl/

weokg frotn the datw ol 9^)'vlt:o ,  seivliifi •* oofjy tliOitiof
i-

on th« Le'iijTi«(1 coaprie l loi-t he iHitiUonorH who uitiy, H  

IB ao ohooBOfi, rile a rejolnda.r-alJ irtttvil wll^'ln i» I'.utlior 

period of thm o w^oIch, In the '.r: .uitliw no rui-tiher proiuo~ 

-ttonn t'roffl Uic) ll|ai oontulnoa in Aniioxui^ No, 4 almi 1. iw 

Vnie until lurther ojjdoru. It la, tiov^v^r, olQrlflod 

.jhttt It wculd not til’liiot tlK) opi'oin titwnt of Kwnlialyw i,yl ,

>~^iio i»aa olr<ii.Hly teen pr(Knot«)d

U'RUMOOl’ /

■ '' 
fini •.

•• ti , • r

s>i,u.Nr.nv‘ , 
3<l,K,IJ,<.i0 «̂l., 

6. lOJ

/



In t h e  h ig h  court  of  j u d i c ^ ure .■o' allajiabad ,

( LUCKNOW BE^CH ) LUCKNCW»

*'

V

C.M . /application No« .12796 (w) of 1983

■ .' IM

Writ Petition No. 6008 of 1983 

sita  Rgm Varma & another

Versus 

Union of In^ia  & others

STAY _

LUCKNOW I D^XTED 11 .11 .1983

. . .Retitioners/ 
APPLICANTS 

. « tOppv'r^rtiOS,
I I • ■:

HON'Bl£ n.N,J>lA,J,

: HpN’ BLE R.C.DEO SHARMA, j ,

' IssuQ notice.

. H .  ” . ; y r r r “ i"  : r r i r : "

« .  w * . w

W c .N . J h a

' 'W V
t r u b ©opy.

Scction OfficcP^^//i??
Dcpartmcnr. 

j Lucknow IJcnci
j LUCKNOW

R.C 0 ,0  sht™ ,

M .  19G3

I

,•'> 'V'

;s‘

-r"

t, rf--'■■■■/if.,-' .. j

,r.
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WORTHERN r a i l w a y

y

,:Mo.847E6/ 8TC Divisional o ffice , 
LuckncMT, Dt» i6»6»83

The S .E ./LK O  SSB FB PRH SLN & t.RG

The S-tfe BPK AY SH3 J>JU KEI RBL OM BOY & J^H

The rcrr lk o  i

The CTT LKO /

Sub: AssignT^nt of seniority of TCs of 

Luckncw Division*

Refj This Office letter Mo, 855 E/6»8/TC 

dated 23*6t82
s

Ihterms of GM(») NDl S letter No* 522^/i5«39*82  

dated 4 .5 .8 3  the seniority of undornoted staff circulated 

vide this office letter ^̂ o. quoted a^ove, ha? been 

revised as under:

SI,

Mo.

Mame ' Desiqn. Exist- 

& Stn. inq
position 
in the 
seniority 

list  .

Revi
sed Remarks

posi
tion.

1. . Kanhaiya Lai 'SC TC/FD 86

2 , Ranr Chander 
Srivastava TC/LKO

3 . Radhey Shyam TC/LKO 
Sriisartva

4* SaTwan Kuirrar

SC TC/BOY

5. 3du All TC /BSB.

1 . Shya'^ Lâ l TC/LKO
2. Madan Gopal TC/BSB
3 . Prem Lai ^SC TC/LKO
4 .  Rhaqwan Rom TC'BSB
5 . Ram Dhari Yadav TC/BSB

23

109

92

25

Yin order of 

{serial vide 
2DB JCol.l they 

tare assigned 

20C Jseniority 
)(abovo Sri 
iKalicharan
Hiteir 2i ) ,

)[and belo//
I Sri A. A.Khan 

20E V (itGm N o .20)

148 104A In order of .

J.36 104B serial vide
116 1 0 ^  C o l.l  rhey
107 104D are assianed

106 104 E seniority
, a-hovR Sri 

^ H-jhinood . Ali 

(ite ’i' i05) and belcv/ Ri O .P , 
Chittaria (item Mo.104 ).

» t .2 »
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 ̂ Iji' This shooia be-givon " W e  publicity so as o

i|a b le  tho staff to submit their representation s ^f

: :| y  within one month;from the date of issue of thl?

A

ibtter#

sd
Divisonal personnel Officer

Luckncw

:  ■ : <  ■ ,  ■ ‘  ■ '

 ̂ Copy tO;“

; i  The D ivisional Secy. NRMJ. Mear Guards Runnlng,Roo^

■ ■ ■ Charbagh, Lucknow.

t The D l v l .s e o V  URMJ Near Earcel O ff ic e , Charbagh,

ii Lucknow*

z'’ ■ ' 1'

• • •

-  f !  ̂ 1

" , i
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AM*iXUR^

NORTH^fiN: RAILWAY

No. 847 iii 6/ 8/ro  

Tzo.iii/6-8/ JO

Divl. Offiott 

Luoknow dt. 11* 10,63

ThJ bS LKO BSB FD PBH SLN & PRO,

Thv ajs BBK AY SHO JlfU KJI RBL ON BOY & JNH 
Thi DCir LKO

CIT LKO.

Subi A88ignm<)nt of seniority of PCs of' LKO Division

. Rafi rhi8 offioj latter No.855“i3/ 6-8/rC  dated 
23. 6, 82. ■

“BT? '■^6/2203/6-S-W*lTrTCF:B:3—

As per it dm No. 225 of minutas of I’NM hald with tha 

O^/NLLS with th3 NRMU on 2/ 3 ,8.1983 thj sanicrity of 

undarnotid staff has haan raviead qq undaf in euparssion 

of ahova lattarsi

Naraa Dasignation 

& Station.
Existing position 

in tha saniority 

list isouad on 

23/6/82 /16.6.83

Ravisad

position

Rtunarks

I  .. - - L 3.

^ S h r i

.1i Kalicharan TO/LKO 21/ 21

l i  RomChandar TC/LKO 23 20B
23

~\ , i Srivastava

2. Idu Ali TC/BSB 25 20*3 23A

2A Kanhaiya Lal(SC)TC/PD : 86 20A 23A

:  3. Sri Ram I I I  TC/FD ' 82 • 23B

4i Kishan Ghand ' TC/LKO 85 230

5| Balak Ram I(SC) TC/BBK 87
‘

. 23D

, ' 6. Sundar Ram(SC) TC/BSB 88 ,.:,23-i

7» Ham Chandar TC/LKO R9 , 23F

8i Sri Rom Il(SC) TC/LKO 90 .230

9. Bom Sahai (sc) TC/LKO 91 23 :

Id.Sarwan Kumar(sc) TC/BOY 92 20D 23 -̂:

II.Manni Lai IC/LKO 93 ' • 23J

1^ . iC.N.Mahrotra TO/LKO 94 23K

13. B^hari (sc) TC/BSB 95 23L ,

14» Indarjaat Mishra 'PC/BSB 100 23M

15.JK.K.iharma TC/LKO 101 23N
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16,

i

ShyamSundar ' JC/LKO 102 230

17. A .B.Singh rC/LKO 103

104 ^

23?

O.P .Chittoria, TC/LKO 23Q

19. 1 Mohmood uli TC/LKO; 105 23R

20. ■ Ram Dhari Yadavrc/BaB  ̂ 106 104iJi 233

21. Bhagwan 'Ram TC/B&B 107 104D 23T

22. Babban-Singh TC/SHG 108 23U '
23 Radhay Shyam

Srivustava TC/LKO 1«9 200 23 V

24. R .K.L.Srivastava TC/LKO 115 23W

25. iPrdm Lat (SC) TC/LKO 116 104C • 23X "

26. ■Madan Gopal TO/BSB 136 104jJ)A 23Y

27. Surjsh Chandra TC/LKO 141 :

*

 ̂ 23Z^

28. Shyam Lai TC/LKO 148 . 104A 148

- !•

1 ^ -

, 'I^hia should bj givjn wid^ publicity so as to jnabli tbd staff 

to, siubmit th^ir rdpris^ntation if  any within oni month from thjat*# 

0^ issua of this Idtt^r.

■ Hi ' ' ;

 ̂ f o r D iv l . Pdroonndl Offiojr,

; : Lucknow

Copyi

■; 1* Thd Divl^Sacy.NEM ? N .ar Guards Running EoomiCharbagh Lucknowi 

;■ 2, ‘Sh-4 Divl.twcy.URMU Niar Paroal O ffio i, Charbagh Lucknowr

'i- i

I"
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The Oivisiunrl Railway Manager, 
■Northern Rf^ilrpyj,

iiiSlmift.

Sub: l?0presentetion for promotiom \*.lth 
retrospective effect*- .

Sir^

/
. )

•' 1

'̂̂ ost respectfully^ the ®pplic®at begs to suliaLt rs. . . , • , ^  ̂ .

: under '

.U That the applicant Is , on tli© top of tha eeniortty

list of T .C ,/Sr . T.Cs*

.t~' , in the yerr 1980^ the applicant, vide punish­

ment notice Ko. y ig /n /C /79A C S  dated a7.10,i$$d  ±smed by 

Sr*. DCS/Iiso® was arbitrarily awarded peii^lty of reduction of 

his pay fro® the st^ge of Pso ^ 7 8 A  to fts. a O A 'i i i  the scale

- of p£y Hsy 2 6 0 - W  (RS) for r period of five ye©rs from th© 

date of/brder with postponment of future incresients*.

' That the aforesaid puaishment period expired oo

26.10.1985 end-as faich the epj>licant was entitlGd to ba pronotec 

©a Sr. Ticket Collector/Tof,E. in' grssle Ps« 330-560(RS)

■ .effect f̂rom 2?, 10»1985 but it'was not "done*

the applicants sfter tiie expiry of the 

puaishment period, made represeatfftioii for his being promoted 

> .s Sr. T C /r a  in grade.I?s. 3^ 3SQ(m) wi.t^'effect from 8 7̂.10.6$' 

Uit .he w s  verbally informed by the office thet his promotioa 

was aot beeing raede becpus© of some orders of the High CourJ, 

mdmow passed in Writ PeUtions loe. 5376 of 1933 end 6008 of



/

V
\

the revised eeniority list of Ticket Collectore, The applicant ,

placed relianca^ on it  end, therefore, remained silent awaiting 

;the decision of the court,

2, That thereafter,the applicant.,in terms of Notice

NO.220E/6-8/TC dated 2 5 ,1 Ul985,was promoted as Sr, TC/TTE vdth 

effect from 25,1 1,1985 and^with effect from 27, VOgi985 

when the period of punishment was expired.

6, That thewafter, the applicant made enquiries and

as a result'of which he came to know that his seniority,in the 

aforesaid two writ petitions, was not challenged ^  any manner 

either by the petitiobers or the respondents rather they had 

admitted him senior to all, I ̂ further came to the notice of 

the applicant that the stay orders granted by the court in the j

said writ petitions were not applicable in the case of the 

applicant and that the administration was/is free to promote i' 

him as Ŝ *, TC and thereafter TTE even during stay orders.

7, That the administration is etill free to promote

the applicant in a regular manner and with retrospective effect: 

as T,T,E, as the said two writ petitioBs do haveH no concern 

with the case of the applicant and his ;seniority,in no manner, 

is to be dietumed whether the said writ petitions are decided 

in favour or against the Railway Adminictratioh, There is no 

impact of , the said writ petition in the case of the applicant.

8. That despite notice having been given and requests j

i made by the applicant, thd Railway Administration failed and ’

has not promoted the applicant v/ith retroapective effect and |

: as a T.T.E, and, therefore, the applicant is  being deprived of |
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(3)

hie due o£ p r c o u o n . .M c h  is In violation of the

dep.rt.ent«l ™lea P^vinlons, co«t.ined

in Articles 1i* « d  16 of the institution of Indl®. This

action, of the edjsiniBtration elso amounts to punlBteeBt*

It isj, therefore 5, most respectfully prfjyed thet 

your ©Dodself m«2r be pleeseil to, consider the case of the 

applicant v4th p judicious view md to meet the ends of juBtice 

he n\£7 be promoted ©s Sr., TĈ  end T O  in grade 33Q-560(R3) 

ilth effect froffl S?e10,l985 the period of bis atoresfid 

pUBishment expired ss his promotioiip in no ^dll be in 

■violation pnd disobedience of the

above tiD writ petitions.

T h m k in g  Yoa« '

courts order's passed in the

; i>®t0d 12« 1. 198^ ^  

0   ̂ ^

v ^ j r

Youre  ̂ffjith fu lly^
\ A ^

( Vensa ) SnTC/iito,

■'I,:
'i
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MRV^Vt^

,/cTTir-iWfi- 
f  »ti

t i

• ••■;

clTiTPT?fi

: M



.V V '

'^!»9S ' f l o w o  flwT I
■■ io p 3fm ^o  ■

102-flor* s'l-m-Fiî  , .
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A|i« ITori *b^ Ilic  ̂ Coui't of JUdiOaturt «t  Allahiibad 

Lucknov Bfnohf L\iolaiov»

Wi’tt P«tlilon Ho #6000 ot 19W

i.m\ a vmi^vv • •  patlUon^m
' i , , ' ‘ ■

Vrrrwjs

Un.l/m oi. ''-Kvi.1*. •*: Opp*pfia*tl«o,

¥

A

■4

■ A

aiiout

yocxs .ion oi^ ^rl woiPiUiiii

^ *o ^ , Northern liAilwtjrI iiioluiw

do b«reby iiô t/inIgr unci fl^tt on ortb M
i , • '

und-’n

•I* TlirVthf (Jjpoiurit Is woj’kln^ >Mt‘.

ih(t o m c c  of Dlv.t£)lonil BtJLlv;»y Nortih«m

j ».i.lw«y, iudrnoM n» finch b# la fUUy

c:or.v.T{jf,nt idth Uv' fi'otrt of tb?; oaw ftiid has b*«n 

nijt''oT lp''fl b.y tjio opnofatii pat'iiii) to n u  tbia 

n r  ;I^* Art?r:r coiwjt'i* Rfriilaviii mi tij«ir behalf*

3, ft t.hf' tjUnf of flVlii/* of ci>»4int«r

, r.nrl :iov?j;;; fj)pllciviii)|-l xor Vucfttlcm O f

i>i;ny or.i.-r :^"nt?d In tl?ia Ine-avf-rt^ntly OirtaOn 

lir»pi, x lint f\>cl',n 'ieci/p(id dt putwnt *'3 notjlica vlilch art 

VK)V.' bc lMt; ,vU\T,ii;||j4d.

• •• 2
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V* Th»t M  ft rtsult of oiMlIrr r«vltv «nd rtttruo*

tnj’i.nc of Pon-f:^r»t.tod o jto  donn by thf Rullwfy Boitfd 

tl!t” Ck-iiî rcl M»jrir/’*ri Nortbtru RfcUvny iiiciM<4 « cirouliT 

i.o.:;C'ii/ayC)-9D (w j,u (pu )jt*2u  dfcua 311.U.1903

:Un, vidi; r'^lfirint t’xtract

of f»t AnXi£2a!E£Jte3l*

A

>-

>-

Jj, Tbr<t >8 » MflUlt of ibOVl VtTlAV flkTld

rnr rucl1^vinf^of non-^^^tUd o«4ri| tlict «rUtlng

Ip’.irt ■ri'3t.jnic-turiJa -txL.-m 31*12#19f(3 rncl

l#l, 1 r«' uIH*,ctilvi* J;/ o.;,r.)flo Pii \4iUtvi«»

i'XlDiJDr. Hfvlsfd MBtrtwt- Ko.of pocto

L; urtd utr** UDsridBd

pi'onwtlonn 
U'ff to Xm
IDldO.

Ci;CT«v
ija: on

3 i*u .a 3

260-J^
,1 ?.0,t 119 U )  57

j 330-!;60 37>5 (-)Xllf

71 172 95

■ (> 9;^ 53 U7

7fi0-900 I Ij7. 30 a9

mm m» m>t .mm mm mm , mm' ^  •• *•* «H« «•» m-t

LmLill’tilm*

!?7 postB of TC & ad« fU . 26oAOO(Bb ) »hd llJf

pont;> of X(i Crr:<v V / jXO ,1J3 h«.33CK>60 h«ve bctn

i»pfjr*nct9d to d '^ T T B /^ d  UC foi’ (5P«ik B«

(Vi) i»oi U>;, ..aiJior iiijpcjctoi? I.lulw?tai.^aa) Oi'*i<tf,550» 

7!50(^7 poatn) frtia Dlvi.crx Qi:Jlii*700-900<a9 post#),

6* 'Xhrlj tho pi’t3rnot;iona agaliuit thvfifi 171 upgridtd 

pdstn nw  du» to b» iDttda In ^ a jn  rXght

from ;?rod<p Hr ,2^)0A00(TC) to ?^idt Ka♦700-900(DCIT)*
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n / *• t o  Ig t:r» gt?»y ord»jr iijriWltnd by Ujt

’Ton»biij Hi{^j Co'.trt Jn tiif rt:>civ« n o t«d  w i t  p o tlt lo n  

on D ' bfii=:iD of swnlof lty XlBi no aVuff gr»d« Bs*

; ‘6(^-'MJ0 (r'sJ) tx)u.ld h l ^ t *  rprfidhs ao  ftjr

‘"’•'■;'i-.: ■- ; ' I'uct tii« profMohlcrtiB rtrt to iatd«

.iji Ol d-1 Hi sflnlorlty l* l* 199f Ijd U rm  o f

rertrijctiUi jug ord zii,insiujd by tb? n»illv;«or ]3o»s*d

i'! .;t.lon ;ri in

;rh. t. t\-ti 1? a l f f l c u l t y

In prar;oU,on of TCJfl, d w  to > >  f U j  or.liir und 

Bor/i j’C a , who hnvii b> #n »rriiy«d an opjx>fllto pfoctlffl 

«r«  to r « t 1r «  s-nd thun they  w i l l  be d ip r lv t d

ft-oni thft U  ridilt ojT ri»trii«turlrig o f  cadr« for n o  

feuil: o f  tirMr^x. In U<i clxottnj-ttnewB thi. Ilonn^Xp 

Cr tiTl; n#5y  l ik f  to tbi s t » y  a rd «r  o o n d ltio n aiay

or f'Ub.lf ct suitnblii dlxfctlojia  th* r i l l v c y
i

m y  prcnot« th« rtc .ff  cn the b c *lA  o f

p;'lr,i::1.7ic KfiCciu-iby Xlwt fiubjpct to thdf f ln s X  r » « u U

o f tl?u 3MC vfl:;lt patltAon*

Dopon(',nt

X, thfl ftbcv  ̂ nf.Tifid fUiXjn»:»nl do hv ieby v fP liy  

U’fflt th9 contfTJtii o f pfsTBtf I  A 2 VIV trvw to cy 

p rronrl knnwi«*dgf, pyT»5 3 to C >a f! beard on rtcord 

l;r r'.cr i:u'Li.)‘vra to br tt-iK: by ŝ nu thoac oi' parwi 

7 ( 3 wrp b^jnfd wi p r lv lw . Ho p ir t  o f  I t  Iq  

ff'Xp'' rnd not^toR m nUvW. hr4 bt«n concrttl-jd dn It

£10 blMp V.:V Cvt,

LuclfiiowiDi»tedi/Ui:^*
Xtopwiwit

\j
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tiit pfirustX of th« arrco)^ip«p8rfl 

Mid dKttllA of th« Oftsc norrtUd to
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to >)t carl 

id the^ prrson *

Advt>Cf)t««

\  noUiuiXy soTflnita btfort int on

nt nciav/p.m* by tbt dtpontnt

^  vho It) Xdcntiriod by srl C»A»Baaiv^

AdvocnUi lUfjh Uickn<w Bfwehi

Iiucloio’;#

X fi4ii.i£fi©d npnsft lf by «xiuaniTig
. ■ !

titto d^pomnt jthat h# undjsrstr̂ nrln the

conUnt» of lihio •fUdttJ.t vblch hms?
■ i '

b<"m rt'Sid out en<> ftJiplmlndA to bln

'oy nw«

■  ̂ .1
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ilKi lion'bli Uxgb u>urt̂  of ^uOloaturt at AXlahftbtd 

T«uckno’/ Bflnohf LiiCHnow#

Writ Pftltlon NOf600G pf 19O3

Pitr ! fr. r̂,<i Wtltlnnora .

■ V«Ji6U«

Ihlcr vf Xnai>, othflrs «« Opp^pni'tiis*

t e m u E f c i i h M

I xti’fct or 0®n«r*l W;iii«Bey(p),lkirtib*lti BtlXwigrf

iî na CXi'iccfi b«ri>dii M u  D<|jU]l(s

< :U rML r f^o,;:rvir/P56-9B O ir n U (P O )n *m  

iidrlr«r;iî d̂ to All J)ivl*R|dIwiQr Hfn^K*VO|AU DIy I* 

/iceounUi omcdrnfXh* fi^ACAO|Tht DPM Shi £!P0(T«3}«

y - ' ' .  »««

^ubi

I Copy lifilviay Xttiov No«PCUV80

/W G /19  d»wd 20*12«1963 re(i;ttrdi«G mtapuictarulng

c^'vif Jj-i iiWKfp- »>;» c»t'igco.'iBs »s Inaiojtod In thf

leli/L'A* j-:i '/r/ulAjMfid b-rfwliib wlttj Itu fnologurii

• foi' Lii'oiiji ulun oi>d nrcna.^ary notion#

. iirtil/Jiy ’iĉ jrU hn'A; tlmb rritrwi*

t i»  in s  ai-d p o s t in g  o f  o u f f  s h o u l d o o a p l a l w a  w l t b ln

n v« rlod of 3 r-.otilhf) fi wi of of thiff

iT:-;t.r5.ioî x>r.ri pp.nUnrt’l^ r,nd con^Uf?nco rwjWT'tfd to thf 

lionrd. It ci»y| thPX*f i,‘or®| ple«oo bt <ijjcrarcd th»t thf

Mutruotui'liv^ ordyra arc Itiiplcirflntrfd on yom' Division

by iy.3.19i^f wUltout t'iiU

3* A wcnthJy repoflpt IndlcntlTig tho progj'0«a ui^di 

Jji of tlwnfc rf«tructi»'lr)U grdrjri uty

pl/i‘nf3fl hn st'ut to this offltw by «aoh iuonih»
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(3tetxni5 fSPornj thi »;ttj oX Htb*199^ on tht «ncX6n»4

proform (*| l>,u, cov-r fiartr«nni»4 to fllwl U.LJDhntln

rro/pc to «nnt)l« to poslticw xt̂  to C*H« In t

POH. I

h* 's\B dffsijifd by tto» itowrO. In piir« 6 ojC thftr

IfltVr, tbt P«lffct5/5n cpndf poetij a*t*git%d In the 

cwtPcpricji* ooimy«d by tb«e« ordrr^ ghould be jkdjuatfd 

ttfTPinnt thfl upfTtdud pootn but iny bpldtr oJT tiliotlon 

fT* (!rn rioi no <><l;1uotrd v l U  oontlrua to rotaln fucb 

' V  7*̂  to thrm till tb« M X i  Xht

dct-lU of I’Mch C0«#B fvn Tuquixfd to bt Mport^d to u  

^  ^  Bcivd  ̂* Thf»r« Ufltttlln m«3r|tlvn;*vror«|

plr wjja nuX t.u this o m « i  by to tnaoU

t);  ̂ t'.c'n boJjjg pdM.?3<'d to r<o«i:’dt

?• Pilots prorlalcn of furia« ntOiisawy totlwi

no ATjdlcfife'd p\ pax« 10 of thi! nofifd^t Vrtttr mvf

plnnnu b;»! Q(J/.

h

( lUL. Bhnti* ) ,  
for Wn-'n0»r<p5

x) ii60-̂ C)0 2%». ao

^  i i ;  3JU-!j»'60 5 3 ,9

iii) ^-25*6Vo

1  9

:■ * ■ V) '  70 0-^0 0-  ■■ ■0.^ K

huUt it:t' of TXniti Cajductoro in r><s?flrt 1<9*Ik2̂«6*>0 
Is to hv r.onsWjDid wltb Xiekali CbcoitlJiiT otnff Jn
til - cor?*'* ̂ ipaioun g la m ly fov tl:-3 lip ltc d
p.itrnor̂  of det*ruljiijis .blj*«r gi‘»dc' pootc in 1 
rcA'i iv,( inid Kt.700-900 Iftor wblob tbf 1
cwt^nory of aJnln Uooduotorii wlU corititiu® to 
qxi/’t .ft (iepjsrnt* c«t*igory m  nt pranint.



n
. r

■vO i

XM T«fi HS3H OOORT OP JODXO^TWB AT AtUVHAlM?

Xwannsf^ tsucH) uwkmow*

WR» SBTITIDl? Ho, 5376 198J.
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ooatlnue the inutiii order 4it«d I i ,i i ;« s ;  the

JSIk P»«»ttoni, 1£ iny, nade by t*ie oppoflte paxtlM

®® the. 171 avelleble poit» ahill to lukjeot 

to the ultlmte dedition o£ the writ petition; 

v - ^ v . C . M .  Applloatlon M». ir?9«(?l) 0« 1981 tor Stay

■

>

\

C«M. Applioation lb. 194(H) of 198S«

In Re I

Kelt Petition N»« 6006 of 1981,
Site Rem Verme eai enpther Ve« Vnion o£ India

eni o n ,
AM)

Writ Petition Mb. 5376 of 1983,
Drif Raj ĥuikla andi aaother Union of India

' 6 On*'

Xiuoknow Dated 131* 10* 1985,'

ttaySlA? f

This ia en applioation OBdo on teehalf of 

of^aite parties m s, 1 to 3 lor clarification of the 

order dated 15.10.1984.

The ceapeotive oontentlona« Wiioh >«era raised 

iKiibra m hy the learned Opunael for the parties on '

15.10,84, haYB been set out in the ordar paased on that

data* The last portion of the order nay be quoted ktodovio
/

^  "Howver, it W9uld not 1m  neeeaaaiy for to

fo into all those questions aa the leam ^ 

osunsal for the Railway Ai^ainiatretion has stated

that 171 posts in the ^nr trade of b* 330.S60 are 

avaiUlile for pnmotions* A perusal of Anneacura>l 

would indicate that it oonteins 161 nanes* It • 

inclines all the opposite perties «s also the 

petitioners. If 171 poata are avallalile for

pnij^ion then the persons mantlonad in the list 
oontainad In Annaxur*.l« aa aodifi^d liy AnnoxuKv^S

oan >» pronto ted to those posts, in Tiew of the 
abow situation ife is no lonfer moessairy to

and C,M, Applieatiqn N9« 5282(w) of 1984 for vaca- 

tinf the staŷ  order are disposed of in the manner 

ifldicatod above,*

A perusal of the pî rtlon of the order extracted 

alwvn would show that tho bnsis of the order was 

the ate tenant made liy the counsel (sri C,A,lashlr) 

for the Railway Administration that 171 posts in the

frade of lb« 330-560 wera ayailalkle for proreotion 

iMcause tĥ e persons mentioned in the li^
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promoted It was not a>i»idarad naossaexy to gontlnu« In

th« Interim order d«t^d 11, ilt83.

parts

Qxmdd

Zn tho in s ta n t  tp p U o s tlo B  I t  has h m n  s to t« d  

f and 8 o f  th a  M ODopanylnf a f f i d a v i t  •«  m ifto rf.  

• 7 .  th a t  a W r a t a l y  a ta ta d  th a p o s itio n  I s  as  
ttndan^

Ravlaad  
% af««

Bjdstiay Rostxuet« N», of posts 
stxanftti st» upfxado aaalnst

__ as %A1A  9n>iK>tioHi
31<l2«83 OH l«l*fl4 ara to k *

7 0 0 . 9 0 0 s x X 3 0

S5 0 . 7 S0 9 % 6 S3

4 2 M 4 0 2 9 % 7 7 1 7 2

1 3 0 ^ 6 0 i n 3 3 4 2 2 0

^ 0 . 4 0 0 20X p m  m 1 1 9

XU PMti Miidi an  to ka ( I I M  la 

to »rt»etttr«4 e«<n ,t  n.a>».i,a & 3 an  to k« 

«H a *  la ky psowtioa tnm fxad* »0/«60(IUl) ani 

•» iticli stnofth lo fn«a 13O^C0(lls) will ka 
>.4u<M to 1.3 1 .,. jj4. i „  * ^

saaotloaad atraofth la fsa«a la 220 and

to Mka «3o« tha lauot atnaftli <iaa u i to 220il 

oaly 87 pioattloaa on ka «>aa fw . ,( .4,

2C0/400 (M ). thva the aa*ar of paata am iaUa 

tor pBMBttoa la «n«a )30/SW (M) o,a,a to 57 
»hl^ tMMaa » f^ata tar adiataM oaatea an<

ta£L*to*£j^ifjS*!*’ 43 .poatsraaala to ka f ilM  (nn |»M ai .

•i  awt irtilla aivlatillM tha total 

all fja«aa watloaM kalnf 171, tha wsaaer 
PoaltloB of iw«a I30/W0 i „ ,  17

■aatJoM* la thTqwitaFiHiaivlt aiwatflaally 
waa ■aatioaa« laa^wrtaatly aa l7i 

arfuaaata whldi tMau|h lapzaaaata total taoandlaa 

torzaotlr, kat Ta<*a«laa oa ahlch »ioa»tt»aa an 

to ka aata ara oalW 17 aa awtoliw* «>«».. *hla 
I s  h l # i l 7  r a fv a tta iv '*

i ■ '

Tha p a titio o ^ s ^  hana n st f U t d  any n p l y  to
%hov9 applloatioQ,

A l t a r  h a ii^ iif  th al |a«rna« a»Mr>s«l t e r  th a
p a r tia s
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I M  Of tha poduw  optalon that tbo osunMj 

(Srt C.A..,rtlr> toxOu, RUlwy « « •

.  toi« f u . numit. in «k iw  ,  tefot. M  9«

».10.«4 «»t  thar* H«n J71 po.ts tiwiiakU <0r

pnasttsn. Slac* tha oi<«r Utut lS;t0.84 mi

on th. br ni.t.lc. bir til. o»m„X fc*

to IM almrltM so es to baluot the «

Wildi is tiv> wniorlty ift  «n«
at one ata^o, had attain tha £l»uty and 

Is al^fod to hav9 iMan inilfiataeaiiv a6.t*r*d w 
W j i t *  partlas, -houldHt S^Lfr-idtS^Jh^

*** • «>• t«n«Mntatlon of th»
^tltiomin .,»lnnt th-» »v U M  Mnlorlty ii»t

T i T Z l t : " ' ! "  • “ *

t  ni.r .i “ * tlon

^  th. .enloritjr u .t  to th. » «  h l ^ t

, Dm p.tltloni«,, «h»wto», h«« ,  prt«, t»eim e ...’

Im c bM oninsal far tha Railwy MailnUtntlon

S ‘ . r * n r L ‘  ^  “ •  " • * " *  < » • * « » “ ♦

^  Kho • »  thoM two patlttonat* Mm win fc, 

kanaflttad  ̂ aould not h& poiBtad aut: K

. » r “  ™  » r '

Aftar hovlat haar<l tha iMtnil eounMl «» , m .

- ! S S i * U  » !Io !8 4 ^ t l S S * f i2 !^  ? ' « *  o****-, mmm that althoufh Itwlll IM oMn

" ^  raaka pxoaotloas to tha aaxt hlahar

^ - - 5 in aeoortama wltt tha

so » « •  Mill ba aukjaot to tb. u l t l « J  !  I , P»»tlona 
""••oo OfIice,vWi()<-of thaia ultlaata daolalon

“̂ 5^* Depa„„ **y Pasta In th?*hlAer*lr»A«^*i ̂ *5**?"^ P*»vMa4 that
'’^“" . luctnowj; . •IvPosta, taHatne ihSw f S i j i  i?  JftiS® " *“

'■VOKNOW ^ ■ o r o m t u a . • » *  P»«S5oS  ah Sl*Lt*fc5i!i'
repioiantalitoa. of the M tSJaC- S J * ” * « »

\ a ^ r l t y  within the naxt tt«S2 "Wispilata
\ y , oni«f aqr ba flvan to tto S i X ? 2 S l ™ i  *“ •

ky townew «n paywnt of

,j
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Should

s t S S S S S H H i ^ ^  ■ 
i S S S S S - ^ ™ ^ '

s s s , s a ; . " s s s ! s i S S ' ' “ ^̂

fJfKlplInary procô °ngt imdThV̂  *’’5 flnallMtton of th«

5 '"Cement}’

conrarnei) should be promoted fn his turn and the «».!, !''■ j ’’'''” " f  
promotion grade for a period which would no. rebuff '

formed., If found necMî ry. '* "® *<>‘he next panel being

*p.«ment,lly or b, S. |>, E„‘'sl,ou'ld7o,% r?h, ’i ;';V h r , '

J
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IN  THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATI^/E TRIBUNAL^ 

SICTING a t  LUCKNOW-

REGISTRATION NO: 111 of 1988 .

G .K . Verma Applicant

(

r

-~s

i-

Versus

D iv is io n a l  Railway Manager, Northern 

Railway, HaZratganj, Lucknow &  

others. • • • Respondent.

OQUNTER REPLY

Fixed for:-

I ,  J l H ---- — --  Working as

Northern Railway, HaZratganj, 

Lucknow, do hereby solemnly affirm  and state as under:-

1- That the abovenamed o ff ic ia l  of the Respondents 

is  well conversant with the facts  of the case and has 

read the Claim P e t itio n  and understock its contents and 

has been authorised by the respondents to f i l e  this 

Counter Reply,

2- That before giving  para wise reply to the said  

Claim  A pplication , the respondents crave leave of this  

Hon’ ble Tribunal to raise the-following prelim inary 

objections which may be disposed off before taking  up 

the case on m e M ts ,

( i )  The Union of In d ia  has not been impleaded as a

party in  the present application  hence, the petition  

suffer^  from nonjoinder of necessary parties  and deserves 

to be dismissed on this ground alone.

2/ ^
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(ii) This Claim petition is  barred by time as the alleged

cause of action  accrued to the applicant on 2 7 .1 0 ,8 5  while

this Qaim application had been filed only on 5 *9 .88, That 

it may also be clarified here that the applicant was

promoted vide Annexure No,A-3 to this application on

25.11,85 and placed at Sl.no, 1 whiie he alleges that

he should be given promotion w .e .f , 27, 10,85 i .e . a

d ifference  o f  less than a month when he was actually

. promoted. Hence, on this point alone this Claim application

do not call fo r  any interference by this Hon’ ble Tribunal,

3- That para 1 to 4 of the Claim Application do not

call for a reply,

4- That the contents of para 5 of the Claim application 

is categorically and vehmentaily denied as false. The 

application is not at all within the limitation prescribed 

in section 21 of the Administrative Tribunal Act, 1985,

5- That the contents of para 6(a) and 6(b) of the

^  application is admitted,

6- That the contents of para (c) of the Claim application

is denied as stated arsJ it is stated that on expiry of the

^  punishment of the applicant, the caSe fo r  his promotion was

considered by the competent authority well in time but due 

to stay order granted by the Hon’ ble High Court the same 

could not be finalised prior to 25, 11, 1985.

7- That the contents of para (d) of this Claim appli­

cation is categorically and vehemently denied. No such 

enqui^ as alleged para under reply was ever made

by the ter the expiry of punishment. However,

it may further be stated^! in his own representation dated 

12,1,1988 contained in Annexure N<d,A-8 to this Claim 

application the claiment has stated that after the expiry

^  3/
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of punishment period he made a representation(date not 

given) to promote him as Sr.TC/TTE in Grade Hs.330-560(RS) 

with effect from 27, 10,85 but no such assertion is made 

on the body of this Claim petition for the reasons best 

known to him,

8- That the contents of para(e) of this Claim application 

is admitted to the extent it is a matter of record. Hov?ever, 

it may further be As clarified that Annexure no.A-3 to

the Claim application is nothing but the promotion order 

of 81 Staff as ordered by the Hon’ ble High Court, Aliahabafi* 

Lucknow Bench in its interim order d a t ^  31® 10,85 in ^ r it  

Petition nos,5376 and 6008 of 1983.

9- That the contents of para (f) of the Claim Petition 

is denied for want of knowledge* It  is further submitted 

that no promotion was possible prior to 25«11.85 of any 

staff in view of the Stay order granted by the Hon'ble 

High Court,

10- That the contents of para (g) are denied for want 

of knowledge.

That the contents of para (h) of the Claim application 

^  is not admitted as stated and it is submitted that though

the applicant was not a direct party

nos. 5376 and 6008 of 1983 but the whole seniority was 

s ^ ^ S i c e ^ S 'l ^ n '^ I e ^ T ^ f ^  granted in the

Writ petitions^ the respondents were not in a position to

make any promotion of any s t a ff . I t  may further  be

clarified that for the first time on 25.11.85 a promotion 

list of 81 Staff including the name of applicant at S i,

. N0.1 was issued on 25, 11*85 in compliance to the interim 

order granted by the Hon’ ble High Court on 31.10.85.

..a
: ■
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12- That in reply to para (i) of the Claim application, 

it is stated that all the representations and applications, 

by the staff are pending in this office for disposal 

because the whole seniority list is under re-p.,reparation 

to avoid any irregularity or any injustice to any staff.

This seniority  l is t  ^  submitted in  this Hon 'ble

'f
Tribunal for its approval and further order in Writ 

petitbn nos.5376 and 6008 of 1983 (Registration tA nos.

4 and 5 of 8B(T)).

13- That the contents of para ( j) of Claim application 

is admitted.

14- That in reply to para (k) of this Claim application

y... it is stated that the applicant* is not-»|^ll illegible

for appearing in the said test because as per extent rules 

only TTEs scale Rs. 1200 - 2040, who have completed at 

least 2 years service are eligible for the promotion as 

HTE/COR/HTC scale fe. l400 to 2300^ It  is further clarified 

that the promotion of the said staff including the 

( applicant cannot be made till the final order of this

. ■ -
Hon* ble Tribunal in the Writ petition nos. 5376 ai^ 6008 

of 1983.

 ̂ 15- That the contents of par^ (l) of the Claim

application  is denied . The supplementary selectio n  has
\

already been done and the results of the written test
\

has been declared,

16- That the contents of para m and n of Claim application| 

are denied. The said promotions were not made only in 

c^^mpliance of the Hon*ble High Court*s order,

-i , « • • • • - / /  • • e •



. f i  .
■

««• 5 '

17- That the contents of para (o) of the Claim application 

are denied,

18- That the contents of para (q) of the Claim application 

■are denied as irrelevant®

19- That in reply to para 7 and 8 of the Claim application 

it is stated that the applicant is not at all entitled to 

claim any reliefs as prayed,

20- That' the contents of para 9 and 10 of the Claim 

application are denied. The applicant has not exhausted 

all the departmental remedies open to him as he has not 

made any representation to the General Manager, Northern 

Railway, New Delhi who is the next appellete authority.

y  As Such the Ciaim is premature and liable to be rejected.

21- That para 11 to 13 of the Claim petition do not 

call for reply.

LUCKNOW? ,

DATED s m  - 3 - § 1

> .

V S R I F I C A T  I O H

I ,  ^  Working as

Northern Railway, lucknow

do hereby verify that the contents of para 1 of this 

reply is true to my personal knowledge and those of 

»paras 2 to 21 are true on the basis of official records 

and legal advice and I have riot supressed any material 

facts, ■

LUCKNOW j 

DATED; ICt'3-8‘1
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IN THE CEPTTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL* 

SITTING’ AT LUmnW.

Registration No. Ill of. 1988*

G.K* Venn a Applicant,

Versus

Divisioiiial RsO-lway Hsnager, 
another, . . . Responidents:,

/■

w

I n d e X.

S .m , Parti eulars. p^ge

1.
2 .

Rejoinder 1 to 8

■Aniatexu re N o .. A-1 ^ .

Photo stat copy of order dated 9 to ]L 
15. 10.1984 of Hbni'ble, High Court 
( Luckno w Bemch ) Lucknow vacating 
the stay order.

3. Anmexure Nb.A-IZi.

3
Notice dated M ., 12 .198if

k. innexure Wo. A^15, ^
!X.§-d-^9^ 

Notice dated;;^g»si^^'

5. Anaexure No> A-I6'.

Notice dated

15

16

1 7  f e

Signature of the applicant..
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i:t is  further submitted that the applilcgat wa.s 

entitled to be promoted as Sr. Ticket Collector, 

vath effect from. 2 ?. 10..1985 when, the puBishmeat of 

reduictlon to a lower stage in the time scale for 

a perfod of 5 years expired and thereafter as a

cket Examiner hereinafter referred to T..'E.E. 

against one o f the existing vacancies.. These promo­

tions should ha¥e been given: to the a p p l ic a n t  soon, 

after the expiry of the punlsiiment perLo’d. The appli.- 

cant,, despite being-on; the top o f  the: senioiit^r list, 

has jet not been, promoted; as. a T.T.E,.

w  îhe, CQjĵ tgnts o f  para 5 of the

Counter rep Is? call for no remarks as the^ stand.

I admitted by the respondents. The admission, o f

 ̂ con.tents of para 3 of the application., by the res-

■ pondents: clearly indicates that the applic^t was

denied his promotions as claimed by him.

I

5'*- That in. view of the averments made in

i paragraphs 6(d) to 6(h) of the application, duly

supported by ^  application for condonation: of d ^ f

followed by ^  affidavit, the averaients made; in  para
j .

% of the counter reply are denied..

That the contents of para ^ of the 

counter reply call for no remiaiks as the averments 

made; in paragraphs 6 ( a) to 6(b) have been admitted 

by the respondents.

That the contents of para 6 of the 

couater reply are denied as stated * d  the averman.ts



road;© iiL paraSrsplt 63( c) o f. thie appli catLon s-̂re 

reiterated. It is  further submitted that there 

wss BO Stas’ 'ordar restrainiirg the respondeEts 

front maMiig the promotions: of the. applicant. The 

respoadenits; are required to a strict proof: of 

their contentions. It  i.s further submitted that 

the stay order allegly applicable in the. case of.‘ 

the ^plicant was- also Vacated by the H.on.’ble High 

Cbuirt. on. 15,10,1984. and the. applicant was entitled

to b-e promoted mth; effect' froiB-, 2?,. 10,1985  ifeen: 

the. period of hi.a punishment: expired, I  tme photo 

stat copy of order dated 15. 10* 198iEf passed by the 

y-  Hba.’'ble: Hi,#i Court in Writ Petition. Ho., 6D0S of

1983 ( Sita Ham- Vema and another Versus Union, of 

India ^ d  others ) vacating the stay orde:r Is  being: 

teiexure^Jbl^^ filed hereviith„ as .MflOIXITRE HO,. to this rejoinder,

8 . That the contents of para 7 of the '

' counter reply are denied as stated gnd the averments

made in pa^a 6(d) of the applicatLon^ are reiterated. 

Further, the contents of para 6(d) of the application. 

st^.d supported from the aveiinenits of the respondents 

made in. para 6 of their counter reply*

9 . That the. contents of para 8 of the

counter reply call for n:o remarks,. It  is , however,, 

clarified: that none of the orders passed by l^e 

Hon'ble High Court, in . Writ Petition So, 5376; ^ .d  

6008 of. 1983 waSr applicable in the Case of the appli- 

Cant, The interim- orders passed by the Hon'ble. High 

Cou.rt in the said two writ petitions ■û ich are Annex- 

ures nos. and 1-5 to the application clearly



(h)

inidicate that the respondents were not restrained 

from Ri;d£ing t!ie promotions of tlie applican.t. Moreso, 

the interim orders: were also v-acated by the Hba-»ble 

H i ^  Comrt. on. 15.10.19,84 ( Axmemre 1 - 1 3  ) and on.

31 *10 .1985 ( .Anniexure Fo. A-11) whereas the appli- 

c ^ t  was due to be pronoted lith effect from 27., 10.85 

T̂ hen the period of his punishment expired.

-

10. That the contents of para 9 o f the

counter reply are absolutely incorrect rather

false, hence denied and the averments made in.

para 6 ( f) of the applicatiort are reiterated.

I’rora Annexure no. aiî d Annexure no. A- 5  to the

application.,, it  is  evident that stay'orders were

granted by the Hbn’ble High Court, in. Writ. Petition.

lb . 5376 and 6008 of 1983 r.espectively oa 6.10.1983

gn.d 11 . 11 . 1983. During the pendency o f  these orders,

3
the respondents, by their notices dated, 3^.12 . 8 1̂. and

6. 9 * 198% proBioted several staff as T..T.E. and there­

after on 29, 6. 1987,, the respondents,, by their notice 

Fo'. 757E/6/S/TC pt. II further promoted S/Shii P.Misra, 

S.S.- Misra, Laljee Prasa.d and A.P. Verma aS T. T.E. , 

thus the contention, of the respondents that no pro­

motion of any staff was possible prior to 25.11.85 

as mentioned in the para under repl^ is  absolute^ 

false ^ d  misleading. The date 25.11.1985 as men­

tioned in the para uader reply also has no relation.

3
mth the case. The s ^ d  notices dated 12..198if ,

and 29 . 6 .1 9 8 7  are being filed heremtfc as
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11. That the contents of para 10 of the

counter reply are denied and the aveiments mad© 

iM para 6(g) of the application are reiterated,.

■ That the, coktents of para 11 of the. 

counter reply are wrong rather false in so, for • 

as they relate to ^ o le  seniority being subjudice 

in view, of the stay orders granted in Writ,Petition 

nos. 5376 aPd 6008 of 1983? hence denied and the 

averments made in pa.ra 6(h) of the application are 

reiterated. It  is  further submitted that the res­

pondents have given false statements in the pa.ra 

( under reply that they were not in a'position; to
* ■* 

make any pTOmotion. of any staff in view of the 

stay orders granted in the writ petitions. From: 

the facts mentioned in. para 10 of the rej®in.der 

it  is; evidently clear that the respondents made 

promotions of the staff even duiing the pendency 

o f  the stj^ orders. It  is  further submitted that 

eTent after the Vacation, of stay orders, vMch were 

not applicable ini the case of the applicant,, the

respondents 'did not promote the applicant as Sr,-
' * . •

Ticekt Collector \d.th effect from 27,-10,.1985 ?ihen 

the period of punishment of the applicant expired. 

The fespondents also did nottpixDmote the applicant 

as T,T„E, even after the Vacation, of. stay order,. It  
, % * ' ■ ■*

is  further submitted that the respondents, by their 

notice dated 30.8^1989, promoted a.bou-t 55 .junior 

staff as T,T.E, but even at this stage, the. sppli- 

cant has not been prqmioted aS; T,T,E,. from any date, 

k: true photo stat copy of lotice dated 30,8,1989 

.tonexure A-l^. /  is being filed herevid.th a.s Annexure Ifo,. A-1<$ to this

rejoinder.
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13. 351 at the contents of para 12 of the

counter reply are Vague, herace denied as stated.

The aveiments made in para 6(1). o f  the application, 

are reiterated. The representatioHi of the appli- 

; cant has yet not been;, decided by the respondemt

through they have issued promotiom orders of about

! 33 staff as T.T.E. vide iijiaexure Fo* to this
\

rej.'oiader. The applicant,admitedly beimg senior,

' I has not been promoted as T.T.E,. even at this stage,

vMch amounts to further punishment

i

’ 14.. That the contents of para 13 of the

'j!r- counter reply call for no remarks*

■I ,

i - 15:. That the contents of para l̂ t of the
f

counter reply are denied as stated and the aver- 

i menits made in. para 6(k) of the applieatioS: a.r©

reiterated. It  is  further submitted that the
j

! respondents have given false statements in the

para under reply that promotion of the staff '

/ including the applicant could not be made till

the final order of this Hon’ble Tribunal itt the 

' Writ Petition! n.os. 5376 and 6008 of 19S3. Fact

is  that the said writ petitioms are still pendiBg: ' 

in the Hon*ble Tribunal aPd the respomdents have 

made promotions o f  about 55 staff a,s T.T.E vide 

Ann.exure Kb.. A-1^ but the applicsat, despite being 

senior, has still mot been promoted as T .T .E , thus 

the respondents have given false and misleading: 

statemen*ts ini the para under reply.

That the contents of para 15 of the
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counter replj are mot denied.

That the contents of: para 16 of: the 

cou'nter reply are denied as stated: e^d the aver^ 

ments mad© in paras6(m) ^ d  (n.) are reiterated.

■u

18, That the contents of para 1? of the

counter reply are denied an.d. the averBiemts made 

ini para 6(o)^#iich are the matter of rule are re-

ite r a t e d ^

19.-

of the applicatioEi 
That contents of para 6(p)/having

not beeEi denied by tiie respondents, stajid admitted 

by themu

20. That the contents of para. 18 of the,

counter reply are denied aBid the .averments made, 3® 

para 6<q) are reiterated^

21. That the contents of para 19 of the

counter reply are denied ^ d  the averments made 

ia  paras 7 anid 8 of the application, are-rei ter a ted.. 

Ini tlia facts and circumstances mentioned above,: the 

applicgpt is  entitled to the reliefs prayed fox.

4

22„ That the contents of para 20 of the

counter reply are denied and the avermemts made in 

pa.ras 9 and 10 are reiterated. The application has 

been filed strictly in accordance vath- the pro­

visions of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985.
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k*

23 . That the coateEts of para 21 of the coumter

rep2j Call! for mo remarfes.

iMckrto wr 
Dated -4-1989.,

AppliGaat
through: Sii L.P. Shukla, 

Idvocate..

y-€ r i. f 1  c a t 1 o n,.

I,,, the above-mamed applicant,, do hereby 

Yeiif^ that the contents o f paragraphs 1 to 23 
are true to my knowledge ahci I have Eot supressed 

any material facts..

Biickno V/;
Dated -Zj.-.

Appli cant;



A
- ........................ ................................../(^ ^^iyum,0^

(A .̂ \4^eJ. A)o- If! ^  ( 3 & 6  ,* ,

V5 J)iv;^iflx^

IN ‘rw£ HOH*BLE, HIGH COUKL' Or JUUIC..-a'U.U -.-̂r '-■ 

LXKKO W  B£^K:H, LUCK.'.C.'^.

s

W rit petition  Nc. 6OC0 ci

\
,J>

s i t  a Ram Varma & another

" VerauE

J

Union of India & others.

. .  .Petitioners;

.«. . 0;;:pwparties -

Writ Petition unJ-r •■•rticlo 226 of 

the Constitution of India,

Lucknow tOated I 15* 10-84, 

H o n 'b le  S .S a g h ir  >>hinad,J.



' C . J . ' s  Court 

'' - i -vr '‘̂ 5^'■ ■'=■•' "■ . C J  . ' S
cXAR^W-^lJWJfilW) of 1983, C .H ^ ^« .

0

/
Soa* 529a(M< 19^4 «a(S 10413 <w) of 19&3

; ' • J a p i i

Ihrit m i t i o a  Mo#̂  €000 erf 1983 .
8Xt* Rmb V*Tnui n d  iBOtbflr Vo« Union of In<liA w d  otoftrs*

-  ̂ ' V I t t a r o e d  oomutel tor Uia

■ -.'.■ • ■ -'V >fc ■ -v' . . ■ '
tU« opposite parties. I have also 

baeucd trh# lciirai4 Pounadl appaarin? on bohalf ot pereoos 

«tM9 bav9 4^pl4«d £or ln\pleodcQent vida C.H,

3

Ko* loiiaCw) of I9a4«

JTmb «  p«<U8«l ot the <act« fitatiid in thd 

'P«titioB and v«riouA affidavits filed by tha 

CGn^stX<« it ^pQors that a ganiority liitt

of ticloit collftctora ia tha grade o£ Rs, 260.400 

j(^ezelnajEt«r Jcvftcnd to «« th« initial grada) was ^

ifi«udd W  oppQ«ii^ portiQS 2 aiid 3 vidu their letter
' ■■ ■ '■■'■■ ’ t . ■ ' 

2 ^ 6 *8 )  cont4lcad in iDnaxuXia>l. It ta^nciondd

publlqtty «o «« to. the stciff to £ ubn)it rapre&sntatioa

11 my» within om  aout^ tcom th<d date of th«i

iMVM ot the l0tt«r« 2t waa further j^rovidmd that in oaj>u
. ,' I  ■ • *  •■

no ropreaent«tion reoaivod vithin th« p«riod

neotiOTttd abov«« it  would bo presuoud uh t senlorit/ list 

' Wd> OQrMCt «ad tJP«*t®d aa findl. f^epi'esonta-tiona

■ •^\rV
• th«,«bgvf JiaUoity list do not'appear to have

l09en within tb«''pwiod of one month. It, howtr/or#

■ «pp«ai^» that *|ter « y«ar of th« iaauanca of the 

aaniorlty U *t#  tka D ivi*iona  Officer vid« its
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l«tt«r dat«d I6*6«B3 (>^xuro-2) drrw-.d̂ . U\e eaniority 

list by Mflignln^r « higher position to the persons , 

nantlcoad in tjj«t letter, Iha seniorit/ list w^a agiiin 

revised )v  tb« pivlaion^ cfflccr by its latcer d^̂ c«d

11 10«83 va« l»e\)Gd in o£ its

preyJLoua l®tt«JC d<it®d 16«6»83» it was ^  t:hic £t<i9̂

^ w t  .tht prtltiozMff^* y^o wc-re dir«ctly recruited to the 

post ol ticloft coilectorfi filed this writ petition 

whicb w*f aSaltted on ll .ll .83  ond b/ kUx an Intarim order

pa»»«d OD th«t dat* It was provided :s under i-

**Xs6UBi Dotioe, Until furtlior orders no promotiooa-

oo th« ba*l« of tho revised #:(iUiority liot 

do iJL^^ ( I'' / ' ■ r.NvXri.M .̂tC-—
th# V]flt petition thall be m .da," (,. ■

Zt li  OGBtended on behalf of tba Railway 

Adalni«tr«tloA that tbpre are fiocrctiJ or r^cruiUnent 

^  the post ttclfiPt collectors which ir <i ciaac III 

cadr«i-

(4) PrGmoteea from Class IV 

(b) dljrect recrulti;
%

Pir®ct rectxilta are tc be aligned toiiiorftty 

from the dftte oi tbslr Joi'.inci t ii© iom ..ftor pattfiwo 

jcyqulx̂ ed training at th^ Tr .inl:.^ school, Chĉ ndciUiii* 

The prbooteei# on the coatr.ry, 1 - u  .

seniority Vlth effect from the a.-.u of the otver'of their 

promotion thougih they m<iy p s£ t^^ ir inir.^ c urfcc nt 

1^9 sdld School at ofiy time subicciic nt to their j?romowion« 

In  this coOMctlon I have been tefercvd t o p.iragr ̂ hs 302 

3 U  » d  317 o f the lallway K»t 'bli h .,e;.-;t Mooaal. It

! ,• . . 2 .



,.  I:

appears that thii oppQCit* partle» war* ceiact^d for 

profflotioa to th« P©»t ot ticket collectors in 1978 vlx3® 

D ivi»i»al ©fflc«r X«tt«r dated 20,9.78 contained in 

AQDtxuz« -a/B to th« oouftter-alfidavlt. Thtiljr nans* v.ere 

placed on th« p«a#V«®^ they were required to attend 

the tralnlii^ courat.. Subsequently, by let or dated 

8«I1*78 contalwid in Annexure a/C, the 0,n;i0£ite 

p«rtiee vexw tenporerily promoted to ofuciata us
r - ■

J •
ticWit coilector* Wbject to thair passing the required 

GQuree from the Treinina School# Chiinddur.i. it is not 

disputed that the opposite partie£ subs<-cuently passed 

the oouree* But in the nt^nti::. ;^titionars

not* 1 « d  2 had been ^pjointe i as dirc> t recruits to the 

post Qt t i ^ ^ t  ootlector. It i* in these ciicuinsLuncefl 

that It  i», cont«adiid'tV the Railw<iy administration that 

beoeuee the oppoeite parties h^d b«en pi-o-̂ oLod tu thu 

pOfit‘of ticket ooliector* prior to the ..ppointmeuf oi thu 

p«titicfiers« the opposite parties would be senior to the 

petitioner* Who %«re appointed to the po  ̂- of ticitet
s

collector* subsiequent to the promotion oi die ^pixssite

■ ; ' ' ■ ‘ I
parties!* Zt wa* in these circuiastances tnat th« 

seniority list Issued vide Annexure-1 was revised 

Instruction* ot the Head fiuurter office by 

VdT^^,Aonexure»3 after the meeting of the Pormanant Negotiating 

Machinery where ths question of seniority was sought to be

resolved*

Z«amed counsel for the petitioners, 90 the

other'hand, ^̂ aB 00nten(ted tĥ it the pasting of the trainin. g 

course was a condUfon precedent to the appointnnent on 

th« post of  ticket tors and b0C«iui>c opposite
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J**oc4lci puti«a, Rjb Chtiadrs £rlv?*ecw* and Idul /dl)

had {MSMd tb« tralnln® oourw dfter th(,ir 

■VPolotaeaw U »y  Could rot b« nrea«a ,o be. «,nior 

to tha p«tltlon«r», H» has cont;«ic*d th. t p.tselru-j ol 

tte I»<juir«d tralnlUB course by tho opror.lte p .rtie* 

cubMquaot to th« appointment o f  the petltl«,era\ould 

npt,wl4ta to th»lr.orlyln4l tempo; •; y/offldatlng 

proaotlon «Dd con*.qBantIy the entire j^riod ol 

offlclatloo on th« poet of ticket e le c t o r  with 

•ff»ct tcca ^ I r  ialtliU. t«mpur*ri/ proi«t.ii,» to th« d i u  

ot th,^ p s i ^ v  oi tbe tralnloE cour« cn . ot be ■ couwad

t o w «^ .t h e ir  *«nlority. h« be. cc. tenosd* hat 

th., q?po.lt« p « t i i ,  .hould aot. the«£.,ro, Ix, pro«ot«l 

to p »  o«xt hlgb«r gr«i» earliur <t>an u.e petmor.srt, 

p a r t i c u l a r l y tht represertauion of thf pitlclof,ars

- 4-

«9 aln«t the wvialoti ot «enlori,;y i i . t  o t u i  pending 

Ktth t h i K«*d p u « r t e r  o fflcfe ,

tm to w a  for the opposite p _rtl«a  h « «

ir .f.nr«J to ru> «,<l.clslon of £aor«„« Court i „  the

a .E .^ S ia L 5 a d .2 t iM .U  v .. c a . ^ c £ s ^

o f  P .P .  ^and othera (a . i .k .  I9a4 A .c .  1S27 )

. > oppoaitt : p « t l ^  h M  ■Sthol'„V: ir."

'f i 'V  oolloctoc* had to be OTunteo -x,,. « d s  th»ir

t h « . f o r 8,  the .v.p„slti : . :r t ie ,  

to t h , next higher o e H e r  th .n  th«

■- ■i - j ' "  ’ P «t it lo a ,r fc  a »  alto ccr^Undec th. t i Ser- ahcold

^  b« a c o w p l « e ^  placed, on the pro ot ions m  a 

_ « v i H o b l «  In tho ne^ic hloher

■? 
■ I
7

0
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vhicfe C«jaot b« tilled up on ĉoowut ot th«
I Sf*

iit«riJB ozd«v o£ 9 ^ ^  granwd ty this court. Urn ha« 

also pointed Q^t that thera «ir« wuiber ot umploy*9B

vho *r» on th « vnrga o f  xibclDaic«nt •md i f  th« it«y

order is not V«caU<3'# ttey will «uf£cr irreparAbl* lose, 

X««DOd counMl for the oppotite pities could cot

idfltttlfy the oppofiita partlJis# who are on che verge of
V- ' . . ■

retixeoint* A perus^ of tu  daacrir-t-lc-j of opposite

pertie* inould indic^e th.,t opposite p-rtiet Nos. 29

«id 32 eloDt *re shove the -jga ot 5j y but then they

eljiQ cannot be esid to ^  oo the v̂  cge of retiremaat.

Howilver« it vottld not ba î iecetsiry for ma to go into dll these

QUeitiont 19' tb® l»*rnud counsel toe thu Rttilway
1̂ ‘ ' '•"" ........................ ■
Adralnl»tr«tion bee stciced th c 171 ixjata in the crado of

R
'I

JU* 33 0 > W  ■ 9Xm -BV*!! *^1« prc»coU .Q n b ^^P fi<̂   ̂ J

*  1 would^the o p io e ite  p ^ t ia e  <»# «d.Bo the p a t^ tio n ^ ri

171 *v*il*hl'i for pranot io.i tfi.̂ n the person*

■ '^^'^^ntlontd in the liet csontainad in >n:̂ exure -1, aa modi*
^ ^ ------- ------- —  —

^  fitd by;^D8XUJD8*3# c*n bt prowot«<i to ".hoR  ̂ po»tau in

Vi«¥ of the «bow eltuetio.-i it Is no loivjar neo-ssary to

the interim order ll .ll .s :. prcnotioaa,

*ede by the opposite p-̂ rties on the

'■ 'l^ iK  ■ l^evailetole poets ehall be subject, co the ultifoa^w

^^^d^ycieion o£ tb« writ petition C.h, -{^plioacion Ko« 12796('.) 

1983 ior ttiy end C.M* /^>plicatioti No. 5282CW) of 1984 

for veceting tbe Skeacyx etjy order -ar« diaposed of in the

iianner indica^d 1 5 . 10, 1984.

l & D Z O p P y   ̂ 2d/_ saahir .hmad,

Scctlon Offi^r (vPc,  ̂̂

CopT̂ nff TVpartmcnr. L . j ^ h  ̂  \  ^

High Cwirt; Luckpuw licnch, 
LUCKNOW
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■fe Q^t/um .
•Cf/

de
u0‘
,C«f
do

tl0

lls

«« 'î 'v
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.<^- Kc \l̂^̂-nyriÂ J)lVUumcc( PlayinL^^

^  /  Northern Railway *i

utter M 0.75W 6/8/TC Pt.II Divisional Office,
Lucknow.

Datedt 29.6,87

T I C |  .

** **^* l«t t «  of Even no.and
TO7E/6/8/TC/III dt. 10fl2.<8« and 6/9/84 following TCs qrade-I

120(W040(aP) are appointed to work'as TTB 
in sa»e g„do and posted a , »«.tloned against each.

S.No.' Name
Hc!.Qrs. As TTE Place

of Postirw,'

1 'ii <8k<n4 T3 »M  ̂ ^  ««' . * ar*ia,̂
1 . Shrl PeMisra rĉ  TrnM.^«

2 . 9irl S.N.Mishra 

Shrl Laljee Prasad 

Shri A.P.Verma

bsb TTE/BSB

•do- -do-

-*do- -do-

LKO tte/ ik o ;  ,

—  —  — — — ^ — MM •»*«... MB «M ^ ____> s r . - “~̂~r-ihi~biTrii»~ ._• II _ _

Mov^ent may be advised accordingly,̂

Sd/- 29/6

Copy tot- 

Crr/BSB/iKO 

SS/BSB/LKO 

Sr. dao/lko 

Supdt;Pay/Bill.’

for Divisional Rai Peribfficer. 
N.'Hly.^tucknowi'

\
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'"V'

:"<  ' f  / »I m  , L ,

' ■ ''■'®th:r,\-RA‘rriv̂ v;. '

' yViT

!>v'-̂  AJê

‘ ■ '^57H/6/8/Tth/89 '

i^ivisionai office, 
'̂-cknoiv;ot. 3 ĉ /.3/('q .

-^200I2040Wrd3)^? ^icket'collectn
post of Travelling o-on round 1

- put to work af ^ ^ '^^'^inor Ĝ  ̂ R - ^ h t o
• .^fnmedia,tG effect, .'!s.

■SI.  Ns^es of'c'i;f;-''---------v-..-..-,J.,.^ ' .

■ -  ^
ation/qr. and'fta-^'.

VShri '̂ 1̂ '? st  ̂ Ion a-̂ ' '

w^:.ch“put
2 . ‘ •'.-~.-..t:Oj'’ork.

• Mohd. Aql.m • * •

]
•

^siam 

2* D.m, Pandey 

Ram Kishan,

, -^^•■RUa. Joshi

■ • 0-N. Pathak ' ..,;

. ■ ^Chandra >Pd!

. . -' •̂P.'Verma

^a^vvari Kumar

■ 9 . Kali Charen
•'.I r ^  J

, , ,  , -̂0 ' G.i'^rMsIhotra 

■■^^•^amSahai 

■•■■̂2, Kishan Chand 

; ^3* Sunder fiam

. ■ Ramesh Chandra 

J-5,- Alunni L^l 

. » Behari

"■  ^"drajeet Mishra ;

STC/RBL/Gr.

■' " FD :•

■ • ' PH3 . ■■<
1

■ ' ■■ I- ■
' ■ , " PBH, >1

. ,  '■' ^SB -••I

" LKb -■•'

'■* L.ko .r.
i . .

" LKO « ,

'* LKo':: -̂

" L K O  " •

■ ■■' LKO . .■'
’ ' ’ •

■" BSB‘ ■>
' ' i 

'' LKO .:i.

" ■ ,LKO ■ •»

" . BSQ ,'-I '

"' ■' BSB ' -i ■

_5.

^ W lko ,

■' LKO
V

■' FD

'■' FD

"1.

■! ‘ ^

•■’ FD ■

•" ' BSB 

. . .  . ' •  ‘-LKO

■ '■ LKQ '

;, , " LKO:
' N .

; •■  LKO

LKO'

" LKO

■ BSB
r

/

•' ■ LKO 

. ! '̂<0 

■' ■ BSB 

■' BSB ' 

contd... 2

n



'A: 2 . : 3.

• ?>/ShVX 

18, ■inbii.'g Bux Singh

■ - .,,19. Shyam Sunder 

20-, K,K, Sharma

2 1 . Babban,-Singh

22. Hhagwan Ram

23, iMohmpod Ali .

24, H.K. Anand :

25_,’ C ,3, Pandey

' 26, y ,K . Dmvedi

27, /^,K, Pandey

28, H.O. 9ajpai

29, Ar.ifullah 

30^ Khan

■; 31^ D ,R . Shukla 

'■ 32. M.K. S a x e n a - •

. ., 33. A.K, Sharma

34, H.H.N. -Chaubey

35, Smt.Sushila Devi \§rir

36,^ Lalji Pd.

37, P.B.Srivastava 

, 38. Ram Shanker

39, P.P. Tevyari 
- j  • ^

■ 40. Anwar Alam 

, . 41, M,A, Nomani 

. R,K. Juneja'

•43, Ahmad Irfan .

"44, M,K, Khan 

. ,4 5 ,  P,C, Pandey

46, Raj Kumar Crivastava

47, Janardan Pd,-

48, Smt.Sarbj Devi

49, Sri Pat

50, Ram Janam Tewari '

51, Sit^ Ram Varma •

Sr.TC/LKO/Gr, 

LXC.{

n

■I 

:i .

•1

LKO

SHG

BSB

LKO

LKO

3LN

LKO

BBK

i:

I t

I I

i l

.1

;i

• I

; t

••KO

BSB

BSB

LKO

LKO

■LKO

LKO

LKO
: i LKO : i LKO
r i LKO :l I I LKO , _

II RBL
.1 .1

LKO
.1 LKO ;i : i LKO

r t FD : i  ■ . •» FD.' .

: i fD. FD
I I SLN :» i t BSB
: t LKO : i I I LKO ,•
.1 ySB :i I t BSB

i t PR3 11 ; i BSB
a tKO i» ;i LKO
;i AY/ !

I I « BSB  ■ -
I I ■ BSB 'I

11 ;i
•> BSB .

;i BSB I I :i BSB
;i LKO I I ;i LKO
:i •dKO- ;i

I I - LKO^
: i LKO ;i ;i LKO ..
I I Î KO. n '< LKO
I I LKO

.1 !l LKO
n SHG ;i .

* BSB ,
.1 BSB, II : l BSB' '

: i i!ko II n IKO ■
II BSB i l  ■ ! t BSB

LKO (1 II LKO

1 ,

\

/



T +n the followinq Ticket Collectors grede

•■'•̂ * j . o / ' ' ' •>no ?Q'iO(RP^'' throv.cjh :''iis crcer ,̂
T ,T ,E s /v V .^  95a.i^ are.hereby

uter uc..-wi;;y ^r-'^,“ ^V^crj>5,u00.-2040(aW) .̂nci 
promo'-eu to • i - - ' ■ V ‘ \. i or>o„oo::'‘'( .Invol'j-ng
also put_to ^ 3;;

B^tfeViraCRHC dpted 1 9 .2 .3 7  read v.-ith 

Nrc;N3)i-75.I^^I--.4 26 .5 .84 .^

■ "present ’ ” 'Designation/  Remarks
S U  ^ o  o .t . f f  dfsiqnation/ gr.and stat-.. if any.

q r ,  station ion^cisswhere
S/Shri put to 'A'ork

1 . ^ *
,3 .

i .  M .K .Sr iv as t a v a TC/LKO TTlVlJiQ.
P^7950-l56(^RFS) i'jrV?00-2040(RPS)

2. A.M. Ansari , TC/bJB ITE/BSB ; 2

■ 3 . V.K.Srivastava " i p  ;| . ;  ,

, 4. S.K. Sharma \ I ^

The above pr emotion si shall be subject ^ \ / n o  
decision of the CAT/Circuit jbench Lucknow in TA No.4/8 

^T .L .) Sita Ram V.arma V/s Union of India.

2 il j ( Sheo Pujan T
fom Pivlsicnal Personnel Officer,

V  ' N.Rail'^il^/Lucknow. .'' ' ' ■

ation a n d  necessary 

action■to | . , ■ . ;

1. SS/N.Rly., Lucknow'̂ , FD, BS3, SHG, PEH, SLN,RBL,

. BBK, PRG, AY.

2. Sr.D/\0/N.Rly./Lucknow.

,3 . Supdt./Pay Bill,' N.Rly.,,DRi'/. office, Lucknow. ’

4 . Sr^Divl.Commercial S u p d t . ,M .Rly.,Lucknow. .

5 . Divl.Secretaries, NRMJ and URMJ, Lucknou. |

6 . D3IT/LKa£.'\p/rs/LK0, FD,DS3, SLM,PB-i,RBL.
• • • • •
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In t̂he Central Administrative Tribunal,Circuit Bench,
Lucknow.

‘ Registration No.Ill of 1988.

u

t.

' G.K.Verma. ^--Applicant
**. ,

Versus , , ‘

#* O
Union of India and others- ----- Respondents

V

Fixed for: 25.9»89
. < .

SUPPLEMENTARY COUNTER REPLY.

I, J. M  working as

Office of Divisional

f- .
Railway Manager, Northern Railway, Hazratganj, 

Lucknow, do hereby solemnly affirm and state 

as under . r

.1- That the above named official-is v^orking under, 

the respondents and is fully conversant vdth the 

facts of the case and has been authorised by the 

respondents to file this supplementary'counter reply.

2 . ^That the contents of para 1 of rejoinder do 

not call for renfarkV. • ♦

* • * “ ‘ * i
3. That the contents of paras 2 to 6 of rejoinder 

■ . . » . ^  _

' •correct.
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.

I

/

- 2 -

4 * That the contents of para 7 of rejoinder

is denied and that of para 6 of counter reply is 

reiterated as correct* A perusal of order dated 

31*10*85 passed by the Hon'ble High Court, as 

contained in Annexure A-11 to the application 

would further clarify the position* Strictly in 

compliance with the aforesaid order dated 31*10*85, 

the promotion order dated 25*11*85 was issued*

5* That the contents of para 8 of rejoinder

is deniede and that of para 7 of counter reply

is reiterated as correct*

6 * That the contents of paras 9 and 10 of

rejoinder is denied and those of paras 8 and 9 

respectively of counter reply are reiterated as 

correct* The applicant became eligible for 

consideration of promotion only on 27*10*85 i.e* 

after the expiry of his punishment period and 

thereafter he was considered for promotion and 

accordingly he was duly promoted vide order dated 

25*11*85* The alleged Annexures A-14 and A-15 are 

the promotion orders made in the same scale i*e* 

from T*C.Grade 1 to T*T*E and therefore it is 

quite different from the case of the applicant*

That the contents of para 11 of rejoinder

IZl"' — o f  o o o n U t
correct.
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8 . . That the contents of para 12 of rejoinder 

are denied and that of para 11 of counter reply 

are reiterated as correct* It may here be clarified 

that an employee standing in turn for consideration 

for promotion against non-selection posts on the 

basis of seniority-cum-suitability becomes eligible 

for such consideration only when he is not under 

going any punishment like withholding of promotion/ 

increment, reduction to lower stage/scale or to 

lower post/class etc* The mere fact that the term 

of punishment of the applicant ended on 27.10.85 did 

not automatically entitle him for promotion from 

the date immediately following the date of expiry 

of the term of punishment* The suitability for 

promotion was to be adjudged by the competent 

authority after taking into account one's record 

of service, clearance of SPE/Vig./D 8. AH pending 

cases against him, if- any, etc. As such when the 

applicant became eligible for consideration of 

promotion against non-selection post of T-C. scale 

Rs.330-560 on 27.10*85 i .e . after the expiry of the 

term of his punishment, he had undergone till 

26.10*85 and after obtaining the clarificatory 

interim order dated 31-10.85 from the Hon'ble High 

Court, the applicant was duly considered for 

promotion after following the due procedure as 

explained above and all this process took time in 

as much as the final order of promotion could only



-4-

be passed on 25.11.85 (Annexure A-3). The post 

of T .T.E . is' also a non-selection promotion post 

having the same scale i .e . Rs.330-560(RS)/l200-2040 

(RPS). The competent authority while adjudging 

the suitability of employees by taking into account 

their records of service etc., and after following 

the due procedure promoted the employees as TTE 

vide order dated 30.3.1989 (not 30*8.1989 as alleged) 

as contained in Annexure A-16* Applicant was also 

considered but he was not found fit for promotion 

as T.T .E . by the competent authority hence his 

name is not included in the promotion order dated 

30.3.1989.

9* That the contents of para 13 of rejoinder are 

denied and para 12 of counter seply is reiterated 

as correct* The explanation in respect of Annexure 

A-i6 is already given in the preceding paragraph*

10. That the contents of para 14 of rejoinder 

do not call for remarks*

11. That the contents of para 15 of rejoinder 

are denied and para 14 of counter reply are 

reiterated as-correct* The said order dated 

30*3»89 as contained in Annexure A-16 was issued 

only after the order dated 20.3.09 passed by this 

Hon’ ble Tribunal in T.A*No. of 1988 -

( Writ ?et.No.6008 of 1983).

---------------------------------------------- ■ r ~ I
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12. That the contents of paras 16 to 22 of 

rejoinder are denied and respective paras of 

counter reply are reitei*ated as correct*

Lucknow,dated, 

^1 *9.89

Verif ication*

The official above named do hereby verify 

that the contents of para 1 of this supplementary 

counter reply is true to my personal knowledge 

and those of paras 2 to 12 of this reply are 

believed by me to be true on the basis of records 

and legal advice* Nothing material has been concealed.

■X.; Lucknow,dated,
V  .9*89

I
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IS  ,22E cei^tr a l  a d m in is t r a t iv e : t r ib u n *4l .

CIRCUIT BpCH^ m m o f .

0 ,1 . ND

k

6*K, Verna: Appli cant

Versus

Di visional Railway Ken age r tc acother

• Re spo EL dents,.

Affidavi t  in support of applicstlnn 
dated 2 1 ,1 K I 9SS for condonation of delay.

I,, G,K. Verma> aged about 31 year©, son o f Sil - 

K.D.. Lai Vertna, resident of 521,: G ^ga  Dei Eane, 

Narhi, Lu:daJow, do hereby solemnly affirm and 

depose as under

1.’ That the disponent has filed the above-

no ted application under section 19 of the Administrative 

Tribunals Act, 1965 on 5,9»1988 against the cause of 

action accrued to hiis'on. 25,. 11* 1965 uhen the respondents 

issued a notice promoting him as Sr. Ticket Collector , 

ui'th immediate effect and not idth 'effect from 27.10,854

v.hen he v;as du-e for promotion after the expiry of the 

puni'shm’ent period. The said notice is  tonexu.re 4-3 to 

the applii.cation under section 19 of the Act.

•  •  *  2»



( 2 )

2. That against the aforesaid notice dated

25*11*19S5^ the deponent could be able to make a 

representation to the riespond'ents for his promotion 

wLtl retrospectlTe effect only on 12, U 1988, wfelch 

has not been ieddeii by the respondents ^ 1 1  today, 

Ttee said representation is  Ajmexttre A-8 to the appli- 

catton. u /s  19 of the act.

3. That the delay in filing the aforesaid

representation occured as the applicant, all the 

tiitte©, was roade to understand by tiie respondents 

that hi© promotion was not made with retro^ective 

effect and he was not being promoted further because 

Gf tfee stay ©rder granted by the Hon*ble High Gbu.rt 

of Juiicatffire at AllgJiabad ( Luicknow Bemch )Luicknow 

in^Writ PetltLon ITo, 53?6 o f 1983 ( D,R. Shukla and 

another Versus 0niott o f  India & oilers ) and Writ - 

Petition Hb. 6008 of 1983 ( Sita Rant Vemta & another 

Versus Union of India & others ) oa #iich the depo­

nent relied.

That after awaiting a long when no notice 

of the HbBL*ble High  ̂ Court was received in the aforesaid 

writ petitions, the deponent made enquirries #iich 

revealed that the said. Writ Petl'^.ons had no concern 

with the deponent*'© case and the stay orders passed 

therein were wron^y applied by tbe respondents in 

Mis case.

That on having come to know the above

taels, iiie depoaent made effo rts  to co lle ct 'tke

• • • 3*



(5)

relevant ps^ers; of aforesaid tw  Writ Petitions 

80 as to file m  effective representatioB before tke 

respoB(ient8* îtoidi took eufficiant time and under 

suck cLrGUBistaBces,, the respondents were requested 

tferott^ a representation by the deponent only on 

12*1,1988 for his promotions* The relevant papers 

have been filed by the deponent lith the application 

u/s 19 of the Act as Annexure Nos. A-2, A-%, A-5, 

A-6> A-7, A-10 and A«11*

6, That the aforesaid writ petitions have

iiGW been transferred to this Hon’ ble Tri^nal and 

they have been registered as T,A. Fos. k 5 of 

1988 (TL).

7. That in  paragraphs 6(d) to (h) of the

application under Section 19, the deponent has men­

tioned the fall facts mth: regard to the delay.

' V
r 'r - -'lyi ,

8. That in the facts and circumstances

mientioned above, the delay is  not deliberate or 

motivated on the part of the deponent,

V e r i f i c a t i o n .

the above-named deponent, do hereby 

verify that the contents of paragraphs: 1 to 8 

of this affidavit are correct to my knowledge 

and no part of i t  is  false and nothing material



( «

has been concealed.

SLgaed andi verified this 3 0tli. day of January,

V "
in the court compountt at Luicknow.

tucknow:
Dated 30 .U 1989 .

Deponent*

,vvC ' o =i' '■ \̂ "̂

, # V > 'v v
#

I knov/ the deponent vjho has signed 

before me,.

Advocate.
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IH THE eENTRAl ADMINISTRATIVE TEIBUNAL, ALIflHABAD.
CIRCUIT BENCH, HJGKNOW.

C m .  ^^-A/<Tuj)U-;

0.:A. NO.. 11 / 0)f V

Q;K, Veraa Appli cant.

Versus

Divisi%al Railway Manager & another.

. . .  RespoBden:ts.

Apipli;cation for condnnatlnii of deT avr

The applilcauit begs to submit as under

T

That the applicant has filed the aboveiio\

application under section. 19 of the Administrative

Tribunals Act, 1985 on 5*9.1988 ageinstthe cause of

action ®ccrued to him on 2 5 . I I *1985 when the respondents

issued a notice promoting him as Sr. Ticket Collector

m tb immediate; effect and not mth effect from 2 7 . 10_85

when he was du;t for promotion after the expiry of the

punishffient period. The said notice is Annexure Jl-3 to
1‘9

the application under section/of the Act.

2* That against the aforesaid notice dated'

2 5 , 11* 198.5 , the applicant could be able to iBake a 

representation to the respondent for his promotion, 

with retrospective effect only on 12, 1. 1988, which 

has not been decided by the respondents till today. •

The said representation is Annexure A- 8  to the appli- 

eatioB m/s T9 of the Act.,

1

j .
W at the del in

m i
the
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( 2 )

representation occured as the applicant, all the times, 

was made to understaJid by the respondents that his- 

promotio:Si was m t  made with retrospective effect and 

he was not being prcmoted further because of the stay 

orders grnated by the Hon^ble High Court of: Judicature 

at Allahabad ( lucknow Fench ) luicknow in Writ Petitions 

Fbs* 5376 of 1i983 ( D.R. Shukla & another V Union: of 

Imdia & others ) and 6008 o f  1953 ( Sita Ram Verma T  

Unlott of India and others ) on. which the applicant relied.

no
That after awaiting a long when/notice 

of the: Hon'ble High Court was received in

the aforesaid’ Writ Petitio>nf, the. applicant made en^ 

quirries which revealed that the said writ petitio 

[ had no concern with the applicant's case and the 1
 ̂ orders passed therein was wrongly applied by the res­

pondents in his case,

5  ̂ That on having come to know the above

facts, the applicant made efferts to collect the 

relevant papers of the aforesaid tw  writ petitions 

so as to file an effective representation before the- 

respondents, which took sufficianat time and under 

such circumstances, the applicant eould bcr able to 

file representation before the respondents only on 

The said relevant papers have been filed 

by the applicant with the application u/s 19 of the 

ict as Annexures Nos. A-2, A-4, A-5» A-€, A-7, A-10 

an d A’- TT.

That the; aforesaid Writ Petitions have 

now been transferred to this Honlble Tribunal and they 

are listed for hearing on 25.11.1988, They have been



r
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(3)

registered as T.A^ Nos. k 5 of T988 (TL),

7. That in paragraphs 6(ci) t© (h) of the 

application, uadier section. 1 9 , the applicant has 

mentioned the full facte with regard to the delay.

8 . That in the facts and circumstances men- 

tionad above, the delay Is  not deliberate or motivated 

on the part af the applicant and in the ends of justice, 

it deserves Sem condonation by this Hon’ble Tribunal.

therefore, it  is most respectfully prayed 

that this Hon’ble Tribunal may be pleased to condone 

the delay and the application under section 1:9 of t^ 

Mffiiiiistrative Tribunals Act, 1985 ®ay kindly be 

admitted,,

Dated 21.11.1988. Applied.

1



V
m  m  CEIfTHAL AffOTISTRATI¥E TRIBUIAL. 

S it  ting: P.t luckBQ^w.

• f[r)' h lo  / 3  <D/d

7  0 .4 .  No.. 11*1 ^ 0 1  19SS CL).

ff.K. ¥erma

\Tersus

U  Di -vi si OB al R ©i 1 wg® !€an age r ,
ffor'them H^lwaX , Eucknio w*.

2. Sesiior Di-yi-sioa-al Persoamel Officer,, 
lor the mi S'aiiwaŝ ",: Eucknoiv '

Resr>oad!ents .̂

APPLICATION K)s m m m m T  i i  ■the
IPPLICiTlOE UHDER SlCflOE: 19 OF 
inCEMSTHATIVE THIBUIALS ACT, 1985.

The. applicaBt l-egs to submit as umd«r :-

1,. That the aPElicaHit has: filed the a'&ove

Case agaia^t the respon'.de»,ts, who are the mecessary 

parties im view of the relief cl^iiifed.

2 * That the respomderatsy iiri their comuter

reply ,, have tskeB the plea o f. Hongpimder that the 

Union, of- Indian heinig the. Biecessai' :̂ party, has not

beeni impleaded im the case.

3 , That ini the facts and circurastaaces-

meBtioEEedi a&o¥e, i  t i s  Hiecess^iy' a^i expedieit i a

the iwteres-t O f  j i ,s U c 0: tg j



( 2)

throu^- the. General HaiiaSer,, Forthem. Railw^',, 

B̂ aixDdist House, Rew D.elhi, as respomdjemt no. 3 

tke array of parti.es.

I t  is , therefore. respectfully prayed 

that thia Honi’M e  Tribumal be pleased to allo w 

the fiDllo vjimg; .̂eBdiaeiit. im the array oT parties

igaiast Item Ib.. 2 of the applicatiouL under 

sectiom 19 of the Act, the; follo¥/in’C be added 

below the respoBdemt no* 2 ,

” 3) • UKiom 0 f. -Inidia through the General KaHiagBr, 

Nbrthe.mii Railway i Baroda House;, Ifew Delhi.,”

Luicknjoiw:: . 
Dated 1.,5,1989

ipplicant 

through Sri-L.P. Shukla,
Advocate.
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IN TO CEHTO.'J. ADHraiSTPAflVE TRIBUtfAL, AiMH/B/'-D
CIRCOIT BENCH, nrc?RO”'.

fon'̂ c-

0 .^ . m . Ilijj of 1988.

3,K. Verma
Applicants

Versus

Raiiwâ rv î tanager ^ s»nother,
■y '

• •• 'T?espondents.

> ‘
j^anli-Cstion for ^condonation of deley!

The ??ppli€snt,begs to submit as under'

; -ft- '1* ' ■ That the applicant has filed the aboven|^J_ 

spplicstion. under sectioii 19 of the ^̂ d\u±ntstt ^tivqI/
” %

Tribunals Act, 1985 on 5*9.1986 s.gainstths' c ^ i | ^  

action .0-.ccru8d.-to hiiTi on 25.11.1985 when the respond'oj 

.issued s notice proKotlng him as Sr. Ticket Collectoif 

vath iisraediete effect and not \uth effect from 2?. VC 

when he wss due for prosiotion after the expiry of the,  ̂

punishsient period.-’The said notice is Mnexure ^-3 t-
. 19 - '

the iappXicetion under section/of the Act*

\

That ©gainst the sforesaid notice drted 

2 5 . 1 1 . 1 9 8 5 ,  the applicant could be able to raske a 

representation to the respondent for his proffiotiorT^  ̂

vdth retrospective effect only on 12.1.1988, ’/;hich 

has not been decided by the respondents till todpy. 

The ssid representation is '̂ n̂nexure /s-8 to the ’̂Topli- 

cation u/s 19 of the Act.

3 . That the delay in filing the aforeŝ -̂ id

• *2



( 2 )
A?

repreBentation' occured ©s the applicant, all the tiines, 

w?!S made to understand by the respondents that 

promotion wss not made with retrospective effect snd 

he v>*£*s not being promoted further becmse of the stj?y 

orders grnsted by the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature 

at Allahabad ( lucknov? Bench ) lucknow in Petition;

NoS:. 5376 of 1983 ( D.l?, Shukla 8t another ? Union* of 

India & others ) and 6OO8 of 1983 ( Sita Ram Verma V - 

Union of India and others ) on which the applicant'reii*

no
That after awaiting a long when/notice 

of the Hon’ ble ¥i?ife»s«3: liigh Court wpb received in 

the aforesaid V'rlt Petition^,the applicant made en- 

quirries which revealed that the said writ petitions 

had no concern with the applicant’ s case and 

orders passed therein wrongly applied by 

pondents in his case. -/i
5* That on having come to know the above

facts, the applicant made efferts to collect the 

relevant papers of the aforesaid t\«,o writ petitions 

so as to file an effective representation before thê  

respondents, which took sufficiant tiee and under 

such circumstances, the applicant - € ^^% e  able to 

file representation before the respondents only on

12, U 1988, The said relevant papers have been filed 

by the applicant with the application u/s 19 of thp 

Act as tenexures Nos. .^-2, a-6, A-7, '̂ -10

and A-11.

Ml

6. That the aforesaid '‘'rit Petitions have

now been transferred to this HonTble 'Tribunal and the' 

are listed for hearing on 25*11.1988* They have been



iqvT

(3)

■■4.

registered as T® A» Nos* 4 snd 5 of 19S8 (Tx.)*

7  ̂ That in paragraphs 6(d) td (h) of the

application under section 19* the applic©nt has 

mentioned the full facts \»dth regard to the deley.

8, That in the facts end- circuffistsnces men­

tioned ebove, the delsy is not delitoerste or fcotivsted 

on the part of the eppli^snt and in the ends of justice, 

it deserves fer condonation by this Hon*ble Tn.bimr?!*

Wherefore, it is most respect fully pr^^yed 

that this Hon’ble Tribunal nay be pleased to condone 

tha deley and the application under section T9 of the 

i^dministrstive Tribunals f-ct, 1985 may kindly be 

adtrii tted«

Dated 31.11.1988.

J.



0 ,4 . HO. of 1988

S« K, Venn a Appli can t

Versus

Divisioaal Railwey M@n??ger & another

Respondents,#  #  < »>
\

\j

I f£i..dgyl i In supdq rt n f asWic-̂ t-irtn 
dated 21* 11,;988 for condonation of delay.

I ,  s . y ' ™ ® *  about 51 years, 4 „

^  resident Of 52 ,. Ga^sa Oei L.„e

f“ '  *  ana
iepo se

U

no t©i f

s Under :»

I5=.t the depoB,„, , , 3  m e .  the abo..- ‘
ilcofcion section iq

Txlbu]3 î ct 1QDC , strative

T  ' the cause Of
&ctidccrued to him on 2 5 . || iqac

- s d u e V r
.m  - «( ®fter the expiry of the

p u ^  pe* oa. The notice is  Amexure A-3  b, 

theacation under section 19 of the Act

wi th

\fiJier

• • • 2,



( 2 )

2 * ®i0.t against the aforeseid notice dated

25*11*1985y the deponent could be shle to make a 

representation to the respondents for his promotioii 

m th retrospective effect only on 12* 1 ,J 988 ,  vMch 

hs8 not been decided by the respondents till today. 

The said representation is  Annexure A-8  to the appii- 

catiGE u /s  19 of the ©ct.

I :

3# That the delay in :d.ling the aforessid

rep re sen tstioR occured as the applicant, all the 

tiroes, \V3S made to understand by the respondents 

that his proaotioa was not made ?ath retrospective 

effect and he was not being promoted further because 

of the stay order granted by the Hon’ ble High Court 

of Judicature at /dlahabad ( I-ucknow Bench )Lucknow 

in Writ Petition So, 5376 of 1983 ( B*!?, Shukla and 

another Versus Union of India & others ) and Wilt - 

Petition No. 6008 of 1983 ( Sita Rera ?ems. 8. anoth 

Versus Union of India 8c others ) on which the 

nent relied,

4. That after awaiting a long when no noM.^ce

of the Hon'ble High Court was received in the aforessid 

writ petitions, the deponent made enquirries which 

revefded that the said Writ Petitions had no concern 

mth the deponent’ s case end the stay orders passed 

therein were wron^y applied by the respondents in 

his case.

5. That on hiDVing come to knoi? the above

fsctsj the deponent made efforts to collect the

• **3*
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relevaiJt papers of the aforessid tv.o Writ Petitions 

so as to file sn effective representation before the 

respondeotss, \i4iich took sufficisnt time and under 

such circumstances9 the respondents were requested 

thit)U^ a represeiitatioii by the deponeat only on 

1H*U1988 for his promotions. The relev as t papers 

hai^e been filed by the deponent with the application 

u/s 19 of the Act BS kmexnre Nos# A-2j. |i“ 5»

A-6, *̂-10 s®d I-1U

6. That the aforesaid ?.'rit petitions have 

no tv been transferred to this Hon’ ble Tribunal end 

they have been registered ss T* A. Nos. and 3 of

1988 ( T L ) .

7. That in parsgraphs 6(d) to (h) of the 

application under Section 19j the deponent has men­

tioned the full facto uith regard to the delay,

8. That in the facts and circumstances 

mentioned above> the delay is  not deliberate or 

motivated on the psrt of the deponent.

V e r i f i c a t i  o n .

I ,  the above-named deponent,, do hereby 

verify that the contents of per?agrsphs 1 to 8 

of this affidavit c-̂re correct to my know'ledg© 

snd no part of i t  is  false and nothing msterisl

*»•



1',

{ «

8 been coaeesled*

SLgaed and verified this 4b^ 30th* dsy of Jaauary,

1989 in th0 court compoun|( at Liacknow.

Luekaois?:
Dated 30.1.1989*

Deponents

I kaov,’ the deponent ?vho has signed 

before me*

^clvocat©*

‘i

l'< 'i  ̂ ■ *
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TO

IN THE CENTRnL ADMINISTRATIVE TRI3UNAI AT ALLAHABAD 
CIHCUIT DEKCH, GANDHI DHAWAN

LUCKNOW ■ '

No.O\T/CB/LKO/ Dated

Registration No , | ^  of 193t^

App 1 icant

Versus

u  o
Respondent *s

D-R-.

(.T  ■' 0  .P- o  , ■ ^

Please take notice that the applicant above 

named has presented an application a copy v./hereof is enclosed, 

herewith which has been registered in this Tribunal and the 

Tribunal has f i x e d __ day of \ ♦19P>0 for ‘

<Ury>. (dLo-Wfijti <fv T

40 ^  hc ^  ■

If no, appearence is made on your behalf5̂  your 

pleader or by some one duly authorised to Act and plead on 

your in the said application, it  will be heard and decided in . 

your absence*

..Given,.-unde^ hand and the seal of the Tribunal

this
'W jd a'yl of \L^

^neshy

Bor DE'putt'>RfeGTJSTRAR

A-
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