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FJEM j orber , 

Ca^IRAL AailiasIRMIVE OKIBUKAI,, LW.WJ®) B E M

Friday t±ie 5th day of May 2000

PRESM3?

ITae Hon'ble shri Q*VJ^*S*G^iiAT!I?A$REYULU, M6MBER(Cf)

and '

•me hm*bie shri s^ikma^hvrnAGm^ rniixusmkn^E

- u

>-■

281 of 1989

1.Chhatra Pal

2,ealrainjr 

v - s ;

^pMdants

1.Vnian of India through the 
General Manager. ,
North Eastern Railvjay, Gorakl^ur

2.fhe Divisional Railway Idanager 
North Eastern Railway, Ashok Marg.
Lueknot-j “

3.®je Sr.Bivisional Railway Manager(P)

Korth Eastern Railway, Ashok Marg, lAicknow

4 .The divisional Railway Manager(P)

Ĵ orth Eastern Railway, Ashok % rg , mcknow. .Respondents

Kr.K.ReAhirvmr , ,  Advocate for the applicant

Mr,£s.I.Shukla . .  Advocate for tiae re^ondents
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Order,Pronounced by the Hon'ble Shri D.v.R.s.G.DATl’AmEYULU

M©iBER(J)

i

N

r.

Since the applicants are similarly placed they 

ha^e joiried togetl̂ er praying for the foHov;ing reliefsi.

"I’G hold that the applicants are entitled for 

^regular appointment on Class IV posts under the

respondent No, 2 on tiie basis of panel dated

18.4.1983 contained in enclostare Ko,A-3 with effect

from t̂ ie date on wnich the candidates shown next below

the applicants in the panel dated 18.4.1983 were

appointed with all consequential benefits of salary

and seniority, etc* directing the respondents to

^point the applicants accordingly"*'

j fflio ease apeU=aots brirflY

Plotted to t . «  for a long ti^e. the £irst applicant

- i iQ̂ ft to IteCQEnibei-
states that he «as working so from 16.1.19

^ 16 10.1976 to Deoeinber
1982 and the s e c o ^  applicant from 16.10.19

, 3 2 . .ccorain, t ^ f i . have «or.ed for ™ore than the
:r : ; .a  period f o L e in . consider, f o r  .e c l a s s  x . post 

a regular >.asis.It is also t.eir case that by tne 

.elect list dated 18.4.1983 they were selected arter 

necessary screening for the post of C l^ss^-  vide 

„ e  A-3. It is also t.eir case that they «ere a ^

to undergo the medical eKomination and «ere fo.nd , 

neither they «ere absorbed nor given ® p o in «» t  

»aers. Therefore the applicants made representations,

but the result«te of

^erefore t«e applicants^-* - e ^ - U o  ~ a l  in 

0^ Ho.747/86 for necessary directions to the respondents. 

..us  OK «as disposed of .y  an order of the .rihunU

dated 2 4 .9 .1 9 9 7  (Aonexure M )  d i m t i n g t h e  re^ondents



^4
r\.

therein to verify the genuineness or otherwise of 

the certificates produced by the applicants afresh, 

after giving due opportunity to than and to take 

necessary action subsequently. But inspite of the 

above directions, the respondents have not moved in the 

matter except further stating that the certificates
GJKJL. v̂</\r orvC ^

produced by the applicants did not contain adequate 

details. Hence the applicants have coaie before this 

1?ribuQal for a direction to the respond^ts to appoint 

th€K» ag^inQt Class I v  posts on a regular basis.

3. In the counter affidavit filed by the respondents 

they have daaied the allegations made by the applicants, 

Para-wise, stating that the d^artment had enquired 

into the matter and the inquiries revealed that the 

certificates produced by the applicants are found to be 

fake ones and therefore the applicants aPe not entitled 

for any kind of relief ,

4 . The applicants have filed a rejoinder contesting 

the allegations made in the counter-affidavit filed by 

the respondents. At the time of argxanents an additional 

reply to the rejoinder was iSiled by the respondents 

denying the various contentions raisect in the rejoinder 

filed by the applicants.

5. We have heard the learned counsel for both sides 

and perused the various annexures filed on both sides.

6. The point for consideration is as to what kind

of direcUons can be given in the given facts and circum­

stances of this case to meet the ends of justice.

7. X'he contention put forward by the applicants is 

that aS per the earlier orders passed by tliis Tribunal in 

OA No.747/86, the respondents were directed to make 

necessary enquiries and to t ake action with regard to 

appointment, followed by the selection of the applicants. 

According to the applicants, tixLs was not done by the
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responclents and the respondents have only reiterated 

time and again that the certificcites produced by the 

applicants were found to be fake and forged ones and 

cannot be acc^ted. On the otiier hand it is tiie con­

tention of the respondents that th^  have enquired into 

tlie whole matter and found the certificates produced by 

the applicants to be incorrect and therefore no action 

could be taken in pursuance of the panel of selection made 

earlier. In tMs connection it is necessary to refer 

to the judgment of the Tribunal rendered in OA 747/86 

(Annexure A-9) • A perusal of Annexure A-9 would go to 

shcm that the presait applicant^, viz* Mr,t:hatra Pal 

was also the epplicant^ n the s aid OA, The operative 

portion of t he order passed by tfcts tribunal (Un OA 747/86 

is material for decision of the present OA, which reads 

as followsi-

jlS4. In 1983 screening was done and the ^plicants 

along with others were approved for appointment. It 

appeared that some enquiry was made and it was found 

that the certificates filed by tiie ^plicants were 

forged and so they were not given any s5>pointm©nt.The 

applicants were never told that they were not given 

the appointment for the saforesaid reasons. In this 

connection they made a r^resentation but no r^ly  

was given. So naturally they could not deny the alleged 

forgery. When the counter affidavit was filed they came 

to know that there was a charge of forgery and now 

they are denying the saine. TMs finding of forgery 

was given behind the back of the applicants and they 

were not coramunicated. So this action of passing an 

ej«parte finding is violative of the principles of 

natural justice. Tt»eautIiorities are directed to hear 

the applicants regarding the alleged charge of forgery 

and thereafter pass suitable order. The petition is 

disposed of accordingly t̂ jith costs on parties". "

An analysis of the above operatJp£. portion of the order 

would go to snow#

Ca) that the applicant^ and some others 'i-̂ere as>proved for
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appointnient,

Cb) some enquiries were made and it was found tliat 

the certificates produced by the applicants were found 

to bie forged and that was the reason that appointment was 

not giv®i,

(c) this fact was not informed to the applicants as the 

reason for not giving appoiatineat;

(d) the applicants made representations# but no rq)lies 

were gî reti;

(e^the applicants were not given an opportunity to show that 

the documents produced by them are genuine;

(£)the finding of forgery was behind the bac>: of the 

applicants# v;hichis violative of the principles o£ 

natural justice*

8 . The most vital and important pointy which arjfese 

for consideration ructt/w-̂ .

that the authorities ware directed to hear the^plicants^ 

^ d  with regard to what*̂  !3Dhe ansvjer is regarding the 

alleged charge of forgery. After that what was to follow.

is passing of suitable orders. H w tne  investigation 

tiiat is required to be done is whetfaer i!^ order of the 

Tribunal has been implenented or not. The authorities 

in the counter have no where stated that they raade the 

enquiries as contemplated and directed in the orders of 

this Tribunal in OA No.747/86. What all they say in the 

r ^ly  is that they have asked the applicants to produce the 

certificates regarding their educational qyalifications 

and their work  ̂ but the applicants have not ccxnplied with. 

But it is the case of the applicants that they have 

submitted the original certificates at the time of selectican,

i .e . during 1983# that|the panel was pr^ared in the year 

1983(Annexure A.3) and that they are not having tlie 

original certificates with them.



9. Per contra it is the stand taken by the re^ondents 

that the concerned Sxecutive Engineer had stated tt̂ at th© 

applicants hgd not worked as stated by tl.an and that tlse 

Particular division vjas not in existence at the time when t*ey 

h^ve alleged to have worked.But the lecarned counsel for the 

^plicants reruting the above conteition would submit tfiat the 

Executive Engineer who made the investigation are not the per­

sons concerned with the division where the ^plicants were 

stated to have worked at the relevant point of time.The learned
!

counsel for the applicants drew our attention to Ex.R-2 to 

columns 3, 5 and? where the remarks would go to show that they 

^  pertained to some other places, but not to the ^plicants.

10. The crux of the case is  that the Tribunal has already 

directed tiie respondents to m ^e a tiiooough enquiry with regard 

to tlie documents produced by tiie applicants after giving due 

opportunity to them. Whereas tiie opportunity tliat was exteided 

to tl‘ian was only to produce the documents.it i s the case of the 

applicants tiiat the docistients have already been scrutinised

at the time of pr^aring the panel for the post and therefore

they are not in possession of any document.H?iis statement of

the ^plicants has consider able force, since the panel was pre-

par ©a only after going through the docuraents to show taiat they

^  are eligible for appointoent Q U sb IV posts and in pursuance

of which ^pointment has to follow and it has to be noted that the

selection can be done only after verifying the docunents. It is 

also pertinent to mention that this was not the stand of the 

re^ondents in the earlier OA,viz. OA 747/86 and no where the 

re^ondents have asked the ^plicants to produce tiie 

original certificates before filing of the counter in

0Aflo,747/86. Actually this stand of the respondents 

was negatived by the earlier orders of the Tribunal in

the OA No.747/86. That would go to show that the authorities 

must have had already the documents with them and based on

i
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tnose documents only tiie respondents ought to have 

conducted anst enqiiiry and came to the conclusion thê t 

the documents are not genuine docura îts* Otherwise 

how the departiiient can cane to tiie conclusion that 

tile documents produced JDy the ^plicants aC© not genuine, 

The apartment has taken a pairticular stand that they 

made enquiries on the Dasis of tlie documents produced 

hy the applicants. Therefore the documents must be 

with the department and the depaJrtraent has to swallow 

this stand. Therefore the islame as to non^pooduction 

of the documents cannot now £>e thrust or shifted to 

the applicants. This stand is totally uaacc^table,

11. It may also i>e noted that when the department 

carne to know that the applicants have produced a fake 

document, why the d^artoaent has not taken any criminal 

action against them and as to why it chose to keep quite. 

It is the i:)ounden duty of the d^artraent under such 

circumstances to put the criminal l^w in motion when 

there is forgery and cheating if the applicants hgd 

produced false certificates* But tliis was not done i>y 

the respondent d^artmeaat.

12. The above analysis would go to shoti? tiiat tlie 

stand of the department is unsustainable in law for

the reason that the enquiry was not conducted as per the 

directions of tMs Tribunal in its order in OA 747/86,

The stand of the respondents in the present r%)ly is the 

same as tlie one taken in the earlier OA 747/86,

13. A perusal of the above discussion waa Id go to 

show that there is total non-corapliance with the orders 

passed by this Tribunal in OA 747/86 and therefore the 

applicants aXe constrained to approach this Tribunal 

for a judicial remedy,

14. How in the peculiar circumstances of tiiis case# 

what type of orders are to be passed by this Tribunal

is tiie anxiety that is felt by this Tribunal. The dictum of
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law that ’ justice delayed is justice denied* is patently 

appareiit in this case* Xt may toe noted that the © airlier 

orders of this 'Jribunal was passed long i)ack(Annexure A-9), 

We hold that the applicants were taken for a ride so long, 

that they have i>een tossed to approach this ii:irii>unal Ĵ y way 

of a secoad round of litigation foa: a judicial remedy of 

their grie>?anees,

15, In the light of the discussion above we hold that 

the (Applicants succeed and the following carders are passed*-. 

(a) OSie r espondents are directed to appoint the applicants 

against ulass-lv posts within three months frati the date of 

receipt of a copy of this order £>y them.

(to) the respondents are at liE»erty to make a feto thorough 

ian^iry with regard to the certificates produced £>y tiie 

^plicants and also the d^artraent is further directed to 

raake a through and fresh inquiry into the whole matter 

regarding the educational qualification, date of Mrth and 

the nature of service alleged to have lieen rendered £>y tiie 

W licants. Biis inquiry has to be done toy placing tiie 

aitire material iDefore tlie applicants and giveiii than the 

opportunity of producing the necessary material and hear them 

and ccme to the conclusion whether the stand t aken toy the 

applicants regarding their educational qualification, date 

of toirth,jsEk service rendered toy them are correct or false,

(c) Incase if the information furnished toy tlie applicants 

found to toe correct, applicants must toe d@®aed to,toe in

Service and this should be connected Dack to the date witli 

reference to the date of their juniors who were appointed 

as per the panel pr^ared earlier in 1983(Anne3£ure A-3). 

However the applicants will toe entitled to seniority only 

and not for toackwages. 0?he seniority will toe reckoned for 

all service and attendant Oenefits, including pension etc,

(d) If the information furnished toy the applicants are 

found to toe incorrect or false, the departraent'^m frame



necessary charges against the applicants, for teOciag 

aetioa against tliai iiot oaly d^artiiaentally, Ivat also 

si'iall isiitiate crisiiaal actioa against the applicants#'

16. ®i© Ok is allowed to the exteiit indicated above

with no order as to costs;'

17 • Before parting wit^ the case we vjould like to 

î BS38CB express ovir diapleasure tS that the authorities 

hesre not prcperly eocftplied with the earlier orders of ^  

a?jBibunal made in Ok 747/86 in its letter and spirit and

according to law* ®iis non-compliance of the orders of
a

tribunal t>y the respondents appears to be/clear case

of giving rise to the doubts as to whether the respondents 

have eamdtted any eotitoipt- in the matter,

(S .KMIOC^ASi^Mi) ( D*V .R.S .G.MCTAIEEYULU) 

MEHBSRCJ)

5-5-2000

nks8
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i _

/><!

''v«.

>

C J  v ^  £ F w ^

v:^r cx̂ ?y

tSV-^ekP^

S'-00

S iY Vv>V
/
/

U ' ^

, L

y ’-/77-



V

S.uip|j>- CJ]\ U i

y«f'-vs£rt'ti

ife,%- U-

^■a - . ? U J U _ , C .  Ve>'^Otoo ^ O kv̂

- ---  ' -^

Sv K. V̂yj»vw--o~!r\ cjxwf-
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S L  a> k 5 ' W : ^  r y - r p ^ - ^- '̂

\

2J)-[{̂

P p " Mb^_^ ,

v/ '

'£^03'^ S-jCsCS-O*

no A '^^bU2^ 

|C| '|c\̂  -SL̂aŝ-i-̂
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HON. MR. D.C. VERMA, MEMBER(J)
HON. MR. A . K . MISRA, MEMBER(A)

M.P. 774/99 is by applicant No. 2 to 
include the name of 8 persons mentioned in para 
7 of the M.P. as applicants.

Heard the learned counsel for applicant 
Shri K.R. iVhirwar.lt is not at all necessary to 
include these 8 persons as applicants in the 
present 0 .A. If these 8 persons , have any 
grievance they would be free to file fresh O.A. 
as may be permissible under the, rules, m.p. 
774/99 is therefore, rejected.

In this case C.A. was filed by the
respondents in 1992, but R.A. thereto has not
been filed, till date. However, by ' way of last
opportunity 2 weeks time is granted to file the
R.A. In case the R.a . is not filed within 2
weeks, right to file R.A. shall stand forfeited. 
List for admission on 11.8.99.

ME*MBER(A) MEMBER(J)
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"par t i c ^ la r s  t o ' b e  Examined

the ap filic a tio r /d u p lica te  

■^py/spare copies signed  ?

• 2 Are extra copies of the applicatio|ji 

yiiii Anncxures f i l e ’d •?

e.) Id e n tic a l  with the O rig in a l  ?

b ) O efo ctive  ?

c j 'uianting in  Annexures ' '

l\los, p ages Nos ?

13,, Have the. f i l e  s ize  envelopes 

bearing  fu ll ' addresses of the 

respondents been f ile d  ?

-'A, Arc the given address the 

ro jiste re d  address ?

1 5 ,  Dp th'e names of the parties  

stated  in  the  copies ta lly  with

. • ,• r̂ ot-Rrl in  the ap p li­

cation  ?

1 6 ,  Are-the tran slatio ns  c e r t if ie d

. _  to be t u r e .e r  supoorted by an

A ff id a v it  a ffirm ing  that they 

are tru e  ? .

17> Are the facts o f ,t h e  case

mentioned in  item no . 6 of the 

a p p lica tio n  7

•

’ a ) Co n c i s e ' ?

\ , d )  'Under d is t in c t  heads ?

'c )  Numbered co nsectively  fj

d) Typed in  double .space on one 

■side-of the paper 7

■\ Have the p artic u la r s  for  interim  

'■ \ order prayed for  in d ic a te d  with

■\reasons 7 '

\hether a ll  the remedies have

Endorsemen^  ̂ as _t_o result of exam ingtion

- <

1^)

7 ^ 9

'i'^0

'7
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1.
2.

■3 *

'\

\
4 .

5.

6/

9.

10.

Particulars to be exa^|nftrl

Is  the appeal ■ n.omp'^|:enf 2

■a} la. the agp liratio B . i n  th e

•p rescribed  form 7 '

-b) la  the a p p ii«a t io n  if^ pap<j#'"

. ’ ’ book form 7 .

. e) Have s i x  c o m p le t e-eet« o f  the

a p p lic a t io n  been fiJkeW ?

-a) I s  the a p p e a l . t i m e ' ?

; I f  n o t , by boiu ma«y ciayq-it •

- is- 'M yopd tiin-e?

■ » ) "  Hao acfffieieRt fa «e  fo »  mttk
flaking the a p p lic a t io n  if.'

. . . > a « n  f ile d ? .

Was . th e  .dorument o f  a w th o r x sa tio f / 

l/akalatnama been f i le d  7 *.

applii*atio» <i«:'ompo»i»ii 
8 . 0 / P o s t a l  Order for R s .5 U /- '

, Haa the c e r t i f ie d  - *opy/^opie?* 

of the o r d e r (s ) against  u/hich tke • ■ 

■aHplicatioB is  «acie.beef» f i le d ?

7 .- Have the co pies  of fch,© 

#orirfma«ia/relied upon by the 

applicant and Tnsftioied ijr-ths 

anplication ,.. been f i le d  ?

c)

Have the do»ume«to ref!oT»e# • 

to  in  ( a )  above duly-atte.«»tad 

by a Gazetted ■'Office> a)»d.. >

^wba3?eW a «c o rd in g ly  7

■Are the dofiume^ts re ferred  

to in  (.a) aboue neatly  .typed 

i t  double sapre 7

Has the in d ex  of dooum c«t« Jiaeii " 

f i l e d  and p ag fiu g  .done properly  7

Have the chroaologipal d » t « i l s  

of Peprecontntioft--made and the 

out come of such-.repreaeitaljion- 

been indieateil in  the. ap p lira tio B ?

Is  the m attor w iised  i *  the. a | ^ l i »  

faetdiig b efo re  any coui-t of

Law or any.ofchar fiegr;^ bf Tvitu»aX7

_^.ndQia,em,ewt as to result of exandwatf^

'■ ■ '■■■ : '  

V ,  ' 

. . .  '■

v-v©* ' • ’pVd ‘
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Q.A. NO. 7 ^ OF

GHHATRA PAL <Sc MOTHER

V E R S U S . 

UIOOK OF INDIA & OTHERS

4PPLICJJITS

RESPONDENTS

GOhTILATIOH HO. 1

i .

1
S.Wo. I Description of Documents impugned

• ‘ * r
r
I

1. I Application under section 19

2.

i
Act, 1985.

Vakalatnaraa

I
I.

I.
I
I
I
I
I

I of the Administra.tive Tribunals ^

I
¥
I
I
I
I
I
I

1 -1 5

C 1

\

 ̂DATED: OCTOBERJjJ ,1989 

JU y i/ LUGKIJOv/:

t jb '6**7

For use in the Tribunal Office.

Date of Filing 

Or

Date of Receipt by Post: 

Registration Î o.

(Signature)
The Registrar.
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O.AJIO. OF 1989 (L)
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K U \ M

'94'

1, CHaATRA Pii, aged about 30-years, son of /  '

Shri Ram Ratan, resident of Village Beidiha,

Post Gharu, District Gonda;

2. BA1BA14JI, aged about 38 years, son of

Shri Lallan, resident of Village Semara ' . '

Banuman, Post Barh-gaon, District Gonda. • ,

APPLlGfflTS , \ 

V E R S TT /

1. DIOOI OF IlfDli, through the General Manager,

North Eastern Railvmy, Gorakhpur;

2 , the DIVISIONAL RAILWAY MMAGER, North- 

Eastern Railway, Ashok Marg, Lucknow;

3, ?HE SENIOR DIVIS^NAL RAILMAI I'lANAGER, (P),

North Eastern Railway, Ashok Marg, Lucknow;

4, SHE DIVISIONAL RAILWAY MAlvtaGER (P), North- ^

Eastern Railway, Ashok Marg, Lucknow.

. . .  respondents

1

• • •

DETAILS OF APPLIGATTnw

■̂ ^̂ ^̂ Ŝî §̂,--̂ L.QBDgR_AG/JNST WHIOEI JHE APPI.TCATION 

IS MADE :

The grievance of the applicants is that inspite 

of the fact that they were selected/empanelled for appoint- 

-ment on Class IV posts vide select list/Panel published

Gontd..2
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on 18 .4 . 1983, the respondents ?re deliberately, without any 

legitimate cause, are avoiding to appoint the applicants on 

regular basis according to the panel position against the 

available vacancies.

2. JURISDIGTIOH OF THE TRIBIIMAL :

The applicants declares that the suojecc aa.tter

of order/grievance against which they want redress0.1 is 

within the jurisdiction of this Tribunal.

3. LIMITATION j

^  ' The applicants further declares that the application ,

is within the limitation period prescribed in section 21 of ^

^  the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1935. i

4. FACTS OF THE.GASS :
' I

(i) That the educational qualification of the applicants '
}

is as under and they are fully legible for appointment on 

Glass IV posts under the respondent No.2:- 

Applicant No.l “ Glass YIII - /'

Applicant No.2 - High School.

(ii) That the applicant No.l, for the period from 

16.1.1978 onwards till December, 1982, had worked inter- 

mittently as casual labour on the post of Khalasi under

y  P.V.M (Construction), MFP/GIgj:or a total number of days i.e.

The applicant Io.2, for the period from 16.10.1976 to

December, 1982, had intermittently worked as casual labour 

on the post of lOialasi under PiW.i (Construction), Palia Ksl 

for a total number of days i.e . 338.

(iii) That as per provisions of para 2513 of the Indian 

Railway Establishment Manual every casual labour is supplied 

with a casual labour card showing his najne, desif^nation,

(̂ ate of birth and number of days worked by him under the 

concerned renior subordinate duly stan ped and signed by

Goati]nf2
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the concerned -senior subordinate. A true photostat copy 

of the casual labour cards issued to the applicants are 

filed herewith as-MCLOSUIlB NOS. 1 & 2 respectively to 

this application.

j»«*
Civ) That sub-section'IV of S.ection ’B' of Chapter I 

of the Indian Railvjay Establishment Manuel deals with the♦
procedure for recruitment of Glass IV Railway Servants 

while para-2512 of the said Manual deals with the absorp- 

-tion of casual labour against the existing vacancies of 

Glass IV.

(v) That under para 2512 of the Indian Railway

s

Establishment Manual a casual labour, who has worked for 

more number of days continuously or intermittently has a 

preferential claim for absorption on regular basis against 

Glass IV posts with reference to those who have worked for 

lessor number of days lOr those who are outsiders.

(vi) That in the month of Januaryj February and March, 

1983 a screening of eligible casual labour working under 

the respondent Wo.2 was held to fill up the existing and 

anticipated vacancies.
■r <•

(vii) That the names of the applicants too were sent 

by the concerned senior subordinates under whom they i,?ere 

working for including'their names in the list of eligible 

candidates for the screening'test. The names of the 

applicants were sent by the concerned, senior subordinates 

9-fter certifying their total number of days worked, by them 

as casual labour.

(viii) That the applicants' screening for absorption 

against the Class IV posts was held on 4.3.1983, on which / 

da.te their original cards and other testimonials were got 

deposited with the members of the screening committee.

Centd...4
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Cix) That on 18.4.1983 a list of the selected 

candidates^as published by and under the signatures of 

Divisional Rail^jay Manager (P), lorth-lastern Rail\-jay, 

Lucknov; under the approval of the Divisional Railway 

Manager, North-lastern Railvjay, Lucknow, respondent No.2, 

in which name of the applicant Wo.l is shown at serial 

number 61 i^hile that of the applicant No.2 at serial number 

409 in order of merit. The list contained the names of 

448 selected candidates towards the general side whereas 

17 as S.G. and 26 as of Managing and Personnel Department.

A true copy of the relevant extract of the said select 

list commonally kno\‘.n as “penal'’ dated 18,4.1983 is filed 

herewith as MGLOSURS IQ.A-3 to this application.

(x) That thereafter in the month of May, 1983, the

applicants were required to undergo medical examination,

which they were examined and were found fit for regular ■ 

absorption against Glass I? posts. In medical examination 

the applicants were found fit for Category 'A-1'.

(xi) .That thereafter the applicants remained waiting

for their regular appointment but when the same was not 

made, they met . the authorities concerned several times 

but. without any result.

C3d.i) rnat the applicants then on 20,2.1986 made ' ;

representation to the General Manager, North Eastern 

Railway, GoraJdipur requesting him to intervene in the 

matter and issue orders for their appointment. The copies j 

of the said representations yere also sent to respondent 

No,2 and 3, The applicants again on 10.5,1985 made another , 

representation to the Senior Petitions Officer, P^'IOffice, 

Bp.i1 , New Delhi, copies of which were endorsed to

Railway Minister, State Minister For Railways and the

, Goo. it Cl •« »5
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Chairman, ,Ra.ilway Board, Hall Bhaa-jan, New Delhi. The true 

copies of the aforesaid representations dated 20.2.1985 

and -10.5.1985 are filed herewith as MGLOSUBE MOS.A-4 

& A-5 respectively to this application.

;
(xiii) That the representation dated 10.5.1985 contained 

in Enclosure No.A-5 was received by the Petitions Officer, 

in the Prl.minister‘s Office on 13.5.1985 .as a result of 

which some enquiries were made from the General Manager 

and other authorities, who, in turn, held meeting at the 

Headquarters at Goraidipur, consequently whereof the Deputy 

Chief Mechanical Engineer, Izzatnagar (P) in compliance

of the letter dated 27,5.1985 issued by General Manager (Me 

-ch.), North Eastern Railway?', Gorakhpur issued a letter 

dated 5.6.1985 to the respondent No,4 requesting him to 

send the list of casual labour/substitutes, who v̂ ere 

empanelled but could not be absorbed in Lucknow Division
♦ ■ S ,

so that they may be absorbed in Izat Nagar Division. A 

true copy of the aforesaid letter dated 5.6,1985 is filed 

herewith as M.GLOSURB NO.A-6 to this application.

(xiv) That the respondent No.4, vide order dated

16.12.1985,sent the list of empanelled/selected candidates 

for their absorption at Izatnager in pursuance to letter 

dated 5.6.1985 contained in Enclosure No.A-6. The applica- 

-nts‘. names were included in the list attached with letter 

dated. ,16.12.1985. A true copy of letter dated 16.12.1985 

along with the list of selected candidates is filed 

herex^ith as MGLOSURE NO.A-7 to this application.

(xv) That since the respondent No.4 sent the list of 

selected/empanelled candidates to the Deputy Chief Mecha- 

-nical Engineer, Izat Nagar after a long delay, the 

candidates shown in the list were returned back to Lucknow 

and could not be absorbed at Izat Nagar.

Contd...6
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(xvi) That it so transpires that the General Manager, 

North Eastern Railway, GoraMipur, in pursuance to the

8.pplieants’ representation dated 20•S. 1985, contained in 

Enclosure No.A-4, held a meeting with the Divisional Railway 

Manager̂ s’at Headquarters and decided for absorption of the 

empanelled candidates at Izat Nagar, for \.;hich the Division- 

-al Hailway Manager, Izat Nagar agreed, as is evident by 

the letter dated 8.8.1986 written by Divisional Rall\<jay 

Manager, North Eastern Rall\-jay, Lucknow, respondent No.2, 

to Divisional Railway Manager, North Eastern Railway, 

Izatnagar, A true copy of the letter dated 8.8.1986 

containing the list of the selected candidates sent to 

Izat Nagar for absorption is filed herewith as MGLOSURE 

NO. A-8 to this application.

Cxvii) . That inspite of all the above, the applicants and 

other selected candidates could not be absorbed either at
V

Izatnagar or at Lucknow?;, as a result of which the appli- 

-cants and 8 others, having no other way, moved an appli­

cation under section 19 of the Administrative Tribunals let, 

1985 claiming the relief for their absorption on regular 

basis' on the basis of the select*'list/panel dated 18.4.1983 

contained in Enclosure Io.A-3 to this application. The said 

application - Ghhatra Pal and 8 others Versus General 

M an ag er ,R a ilw a y , Gorakhpur and others was registered 

"as O.A.No. 747 of 1986 at Allahabad.

(xviii) That the respondents, having no legitimate reason 

to defend the case before the Tribunal, set-up an,absolutely 

incorrect and false defence that the applicants produced 

forged and fake certificates relating to their education

HI Ml O
y and experience, as such, they could not be absorbed.

s.

(xix) That the said application O.A.No. 74? of 1986 

after contest was decided by.the Division Bench of the

Gontd...7
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Tribunal, vide judgment and order dated 24,9.1987, In T^ich 

the respondents were directed to decide about the genuine- 

-ness or otherwise of the certificates after giving oppor- 

-tunity to the candidates including the applicants. A true 

copy of the aforesaid judgment and order dated 24.9.1987 is 

t^-^filed herewith as ENCLOSURE NO.A-9 to this application.

(xx) That inspite of the decision the respondents did 

not take proper steps to ascertain the genuineness or other­

wise of the certificates. Consequently one Sri Beep Narain 

Bun, Member of Parliament, on 14.3.1988 x̂ ;rote a letter to 

respondent No.2 requiring him to absorb the selected 

candidates, failing which, he would be compelled to refer 

the matter to the Vigillence Department. A true copy of the 

letter dated 14.3.1988 referred to above is filed herewith 

as M_GLOSUR£ N0.A~10 to this application.

Cxxi) That the applica.nts and few other selected candi- 

-dates again on 29.3.1988 made representation to respondent 

No.2, copies of which x̂’ore endorsed to the General Manager, v 

North Eastern Hailway, Gorakhpur and respondent No.4 |

requesting him to absorb the selected/empanelled candidates.,| 

A true copy of the aforesaid representation dated 29.3.1988 • 

is filed herewith as ENCLOSURB NO. A-11 to this application.

(xxii) • That- the applicants and other selected candidates 

again on &.8.1989 made a representation to the Prime Mniste: 

of India, copies of which were endorsed to Railway Minister 

and Chairman, Railway Board, requesting them to do the 

needful in the matter. A true copy of the aforesaid represen* 

“tation dated 8.8.1989 is filed herewith as ENCLOSURE NO.A- ’ 

^  to this application.

Cxxiii) That it is not irrelevant here to mention that ^  

the respondent No.4 on 16.5.1988 issued a letter to the

Contd...8
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applicant No.l referring to liis previous letter dated 8/11.4. 

1988 and requiring him to produce the originals of the 

certificates etc. regarding his educational qualifica.tion snd 

experience etc. on 3.6.1988. Similar letters were issued to 

the applicant No.2 ,and other selected candidates. A true copy 

of the aforesaid letter dated 16.5.1988 is filed herewith as
' N

-V ENGLOSDEE NO.A-13.

(xxiv) That the respondent No.4 again on 22.9.1988 issued 

a similsj* letter to applicant No.l requiring him to produce 

the originals of the certificates/tostimonials on 30.9.1988. 

Similar letters were issued to the applicant No.2 and other

selected candidates. A true copy of the aforesaid letter dated 

- 22.9.1988 is filed herewith as ENGLOSUHE NO.A-14.

, Cxxv) That in response to the letters, contained in Enclosurt 

Nos.A-13 and A-14j the applicants explained their position 

and submitted reply dated 10.5.1988 and 30.8.1988 respectively 

and stated tha.t their original cards rela.ting to working days 

v/ere got deposited with the meinlDers of the Screening Gonimittee 

at the time of screening and from them their number of days 

can be verified. The applicant No.2 also submitted photostat 

copies of the certificates/casual labour card along with his 

<̂ ated 30.8.1988 .and explained his position. A true copy 

Y-. ' Of 3?eply dated 10.5.1988 and 30.8.1988 submitted by the

applicants No.l and 2 are filed herewith as SNCLOSURIi; NOS.A-1s 

& A~16. ' .

(xxvi) Tha.t tlie applicants also met the respondent No.4 and 

verbally informed him that they do not possess the original 

casual labour cards, as they were already deposited î ith the 

members.of the screening committee at the time of screening 

and their caj>ds/other testimonials submitted by them are 

genuine and can not be declared as forged or fake.

(xxvii) That the applicants have not yet been appraised

Contd..,9 ^
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of any decision taken by respondent Mo. 4 about the genuineness 

or otherwise of the certificates/testimonials produced at the 

time of screening.

(xxviii) That the applicants again submit that they had 

worked for 1542 days and 338 days respectively as casual 

labour under P,V/.i/Construction, MFP/GKP and P.W.l Palia Kalan 

till December, 1982 and their-working days shomi in the casual 

labour and contained in Enclosure No,A-l and A--2 respectively 

are correct.

-i ' ■ , " ‘
^  (xxix) That the applicants further respectfully submits

that they did not use any forged or fake certificates or

testimonials at the time of screening and their original

casual labour cards were got deposited with the members of the

Screening Committee at the time of screening.

(xxx) That besides the above, the respondents have no 

legitimate and just cause for asserting that the certificates 

and the testimonials deposited by the applicants at the time 

of screening were forged or fake.

Cxxxi) That under the facts and circumstances of the case, 

the respondents ought to hâ ve enquired about the genuineness 

or otherwise of the testimonials before the publication of 

the panel dated 18.4.1983. - ■

' V

.9. ■

(xxxii) That it is strange that the respondents at no  ̂

stage prior to the filing of the counter affidavit before 

the Tribunal in O.A.N0 . 747-86 ever disclosed that the 

applicants used forged and fake certificates at the time 

of screening. They-also did not enquire about the said 

matter from the applicants prior to 16.5.1988.

Cxxxiii) That the omission on the part of the respondents

Gontd...10
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about the matter stated in para Cxxxii) above in. itself 

establishes that the charge for use of forged, and fake 

certificates is an after-thought to escape from their 

responsibility to absorb the applicants and other selected 

candidates. .

(xxxiv) That the respondents did not act fairly and did 

not appoint the selected candidates in order of merit shown 

in the select list/panel dated 18.4.1983 instead adopted a 

pick and choose policy and absorbed those selected candidates 

who had the capacity to fulfil the illegal demands of the 

authorities concerned and ignored the applicants and other 

selected candidates, who had no capacity to satisfy the 

concerned authorities*

r

(xxxv) That it is Mievant here to submit that the 

candidates shorn below, the names of the applicants in the 

select list dated 18.4.1983 have been absorbed on Class 17 

posts but the applicants have been ignored without any just 

and reasonable cause.

(xx3n7i) That the applicajits have a legal right for their 

appointment on regular basis against the vacancies in 

preference to the candidates shovm below, their names in the 

panel/list.of selected candidates dated 18.4.1983 and there ] 

exists no legitimate reason to deny them such appointment,

(xxxvii) That the applicant I’lo.i has been authorised by*the 

applicant Ho,2 to verify this application on his behalf.

-QHOUKDS for relief with LEG.AL PROTOTPH.q j

(I) Because the applicants did not use any forged/falce - 

certificates or testimonials at the time of screening and the 

respondents legally could not have denied them appointment 

for that reason particularly when their names were included 

In the panel list of selected candidates.
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(II)^ Because the respondents have no legal, valid and 

just material to establish that the applicants did not x̂ ork 

for the"^days sho^n in their casual labour cards produced

by them at the time of screening.

(III) Because the respondents have no legitimate and 

just cause for asserting that the certificates and testimo­

nials produced at the time of screening \̂ ere forged and 

fake.

(I¥) Because the fact that the respondents at no stage 

prior to the filing of the counter affidavit before the 

Tribunal in 0 .A,Case No. 747 of 1986 ever asserted about 

the genuineness or otherwise of the certificates produced 

by the applicants itself establishes that the same vas 

after-thought and purposely prepared by the respondents to 

save their skin.

(V) Because inclusion of the names of the applicants

in the select/panel list vest them isjith the right; to get 

the appointment and the same can not be denied in the 

manner and way in which it has been done in the present 

case. •

(VI) Because the omission on the part of the respondents 

to appoint the applicants on the basis of select list is 

the sole result of the reason stated in sub-para (xxxiv)'

of para 4 above.

(VII) Because the act of the respondents in giving ' 

appointments to the candidatesj shoi€i below,, the names of 

the applicants in select list ignoring the applicants is 

arbitrary, malafide, hit by Article 14 and 16 of the 

Constitution of India.

(VIII) Because the applicants have a legal right for

Gontd...12
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their appointment on regular basis against the vacancies 

in preference to the candidates shorn below their names 

in the select list and there exists no legitimate reason 

to deny them such appointment.

(IX) Because all the original certificates/testimonials 

\̂ ere got deposited with the members of the Screening 

Committee at the time of screening.

6. DETAILS OF READIES EJHAUSTED :

The applicants declares that they have availed of 

all the remedies under the relevant Service Eules etc. The 

applicants initially preferred representations on 20.2.85 

and on 10.5.1985 to General Manager, lorth Eastern Railway, 

Gorakhpur and to the Prime Minister of India respectively . 

and later on preferred an application under section 19 of • 

the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 (O.A.So.-747 of 

1986) for redressal of their grievance which, vide judgment 

and order dated 24.9.1987 was decided with observations 

that the respondents may hold enquiry after giving 

opportunity to the applicants regarding genuineness of the. 

certificates etc. produced at the time of screening. The 

applicaDti^, on 29.3.1988 ajid also on 8.8.1989 preferred 

representations to Divisional Railway Manager, Worth' 

Sastern Railway, Lucknow, Respondent No.2 and the Prime 

Minister of India respectively, yet the respondents till 

date have not appointed the applicants.

7* MATTiRS. HOT PREVIOUSLY FILED OR PBHDMG WITH MY OTHER 

COURT :

The applicants further declares that \̂ /ith the 

exception of O.A.No. 747 of 1986, details of which are . 

given below, they had not previously filed any applications, 

writ petition or suit regarding the matter in respect of 

which this application has been made before any court or

Gontd,..i3
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any other authority or any other Bench of the Tribunal 

nor any such applications writ petition or suit is pending 

before any of themi-

Application under section 19 of the idministrative 

Tribunals Act, ■ 1985,

0 .A.No. 747 of 1986 at Alld. Ghhatra Pal and 8 others

Versus

Ihe Union of India and otherss 

Decided on 24.9®1987.

8. RELIEF SOUGHT :

The Hon'ble Tribunal may be pleased to held the 

applicajits entitled for regular appointment on Glass IV 

posts under the respondent Wo.2 on the basis of panel 

dated 18.4.1983 contained in Enclosure No.A- 3  with f 

effect from the date, on which the candidates shown next I 

belov; to the applicants in the panel dated 18.4.1983 were i 

appointed, with all consequential benefits of salary and 

seniority etc. directing the respondents to appoint the 

applicants accordingly.

9. INTERIM ORDER, IF ANY, PRAYED FOR : .

N I L .

10. The application is. personally presented through 

counsel.

11* PARTICULARS OF PCBTAL ORDER FILED IN RESPECT OF THE 

APPLICATION FEE:

Postal Order Ho. 3) 7  7  7  /  ?  ^

Dated: ^ / / '  /ic ' /  f S  f

Issued by : High Court Benchy Post Office, Luclaiow.

In favour of s Registrar, GAT, Allahabad.

Contd...14
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m

12. LIST OF MGL03URSS : 

S.No.l - Enclosure No,1 :

S .No.2 - Enclosure No,2 : ■

S.No.3 -- Enclosure No,3 :

S.No.4 - Enclosure No,4 :

S,No,5 - Enclosure No,6 :

S.No,6 - Enclosure No,6

M 4 .

S.No,7 - Enclosure No.7 :

S,No,8 - Enclosure No,8 :

S,No,9 - Enclosure No,9 :

S,No,10- Enclosure No,10 :

S,No,il- Enclosure No,ii s

S.No.12- Enclosure No.12 :

S,No.l3- Enclosure No,13 ;

S,No .l4- Enclosure No,14 ;

S,No,15- Enclosure No,15 :

'^\p/if/ /yj S,No,16- Enclosure No,16 ;

Casual labour card of applicsnt 

No.l,

Casual labour card of Applicant 

No,2,

Select/Panel list dated 14,4.1983, 

Representation dated 20,2,1985 

to General Manager,

Representation dated 10,5,1985 to 

the Petitions Officer to P,M. 

Letter dated 5.6,1985 by Deputy 

Chief Mechanical Engineer (P), 

im'I to D.R.M.CP), Lucknovj,

Letter dated 16.12,1985 fey D.R.M, 

(P), Lucknov to Deputy Chief 

Mechanical Engineer(P), im . 

Letter dated 8,8,1986 by B.R.M,/ 

LJN to D.H.M./IZN,

Tribunal's judgment and order 

dated 24,9,1987,

Letter dated 14.3,1988 by Shri 
/

Deep Narain Bun, M.P, 

Representation dated 29,3,1988 

to D,B,M,/LJN,

Representation dated 8 , 8.1989 

to Petitions Officer of P.M, 

Letter dated 16,5,1988 by D,R,M, 

(P), LJN to applicant No,l,

Letter dated 22,9,1988 by D,R,M. 

(P), LJN to applicant No,li 

Reply of Applicant No,l dated

10.5.1988.

Reply of Applicant No.2 dated

30.8.1988.

Contd...l5



r

V E R I F I C A T I O N

I, Chhatra Pal, aged about 30 years, son of

.15.

Ram Ratan, resident of, Vills'ge Beldiha, Post Office Charu, 

District Gonda, d'o hereby verify that the contents of 

paragraphs 1, 4 including sub-paras of para 4, ’6,* 7 and 

8 to 12 are true to my personal knowledge arid those of 

paragraphs Nos, 2, 3, 5, 8 and 9 are believed to ‘be true 

I on the legal advice and that 1 have not suppressed ^ y

material facts.

LUGMOV/s

DATED: i^PPLICMT NO.l

' ' I

^ C . SoMM
JMwrntt. Slijk Coot
B̂ p̂ufarn, Uicknow

*1 •
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BEK3RE THB GEHTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBimiL. LUCKNOW B M GR,

L U G K N Q ¥  ̂ t

Q.A. NO. OF 1989

GHHATEA PAL & A.NOTHER

V E R S U S  

UNION OF INDIA & OTHERS

APPLICMTS . /

RESPONDENTS '

GOI^ ÎLATION NO.2

S.No, Description of Documents impugned Page Nos.
•'X

X

1,

2.

3.

4.

5.

6»

7 .

8.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Enclosure No.A-l - Casual labour card 
of applicant No.l.

Enclosure No.A-2 - Casual labour card 
of applicant Ho.2.

Enclosure No.A-3 - Select/Panel list
utMrauMg'awrafcnitg'TiaTaitnTiaa aaa.'swiir:j'wg.',iiy::ii»;'a»na*>»r'i’» I  ̂

dated 14.4,1983 „

Enclosure No.A-4 - Representation dated
20.2.1985 to General Manager.

Enclosure No.A-5 - Representation dated
10.5.1985 to the Petitions Officer 
to P.M.

Enclosure No.A-6 -Letter dated 5.6.1985 
by Deputy Chief Mecii,anical Engineer (P) 
IZtii to DfR.M.(P), Lucknox\/.

Enclosure No.A-7 - Letter dated 16.12.1985 
by D.R.MVCPTyiiUcknovj to Deputy Oliief 
Mechanical Engineer(P), I'ZN,

Enclosure No.A-8 - Letter dated 8.8.1986 
by D.R.I^n/TjN to D.R.M./ISN.

iQcl Q̂sure.No.A-9 - Tribunal's judgment
and order dated 24,9.1987.

Enclosure. No,1Qlo - Letter dated 14.3,1988 
> by Shri Deep Narsln Bun, M.P. •

Enclosure No.A-11 - Representation dated 
29.3.1988 to D,R,M,/LJ1^.

inBlgsure Mo.A-12- Representation dated 
8.8.1989 to Petitions Officer of P.M.

Enclosure No.A-13 - Letter dated 16.5.1988 
by D.R.M.CPy, LJÎ ” to applicant No.l,

EnclosureJTo.A-14 - Letter, dated 22.9.1988 
by D.R,M,(P), LJN to applicant No.l.

- Reply of Applicant 
No.l dated 10.5.1988,

iS Sl oSM S S j o . A -16 - JieDly of ^ n n H M n f  

DAI8I>« October H  ,1989. .^GlfAT

I I -  I S  

4>-r'47

3 o -  "  

31



■f.VV

q .K  so*

of 1989 (I*)

i V
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^ppliCiauts,

Versus.

'V'*-

Union, of In^ia  and others ' BespondfitiliS.

!/
SnGaosur& No> A»i

-4̂

'  < 3 S ?  : : >  f c  : ; ■ ^
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“bsorption Will be entertained
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Personal
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Permanent
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Tn.-;'..: p. .... ;53Sc5:.- ..- ;- ;- ;;: ^
t>»ame m full- icttcrS) ^ . .( .*'

.-■•M,- ••■•*;•' **• .. • '

2. ^  »niT ................
fW ’s na>?'....

#^.t
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(T.) rrn, V  «

10. (!«!« , .......„ft(H:..iv;......
Relationship-- • „ „  i-

■ "■ V
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H

11., Jnr« W'»^!« 'f .......P e r m a n e n t  addicss Of Mir ^  .
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I

7. srrfnff fk?pR[ \
Nature of employment on V .

- initial employment . j
V,

'• ajng  ̂ '
Signature or LTl pf tKc Casual LawW #
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R e c ^  of Service as tlasual Labour

tTRfnw Prjftw TT firff 
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pT̂ fiŵ OThr 
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Nature *f
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ryimQW M .CH), LUM.OH*

Q.M.. No. Of 1989 CL)

ChJiatpa Fal aqd another

CV̂  J!s4'l"“‘ y*cfc£^

Union of India and others'

Versus,

EnclogUPQ No.

Applican ts.

Eespoflden ts,

Pit
' SSKViCe BOOK FOR CASUAL LAWLABOUR

'h:, 
/>c.f •.'

lame llTfidl
( In bfock letter)

i, fitiocÂ  fn»A o( IdcntrfkatioB p*

a  ijc^ ."51'' x t «'»
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. .iW. ................
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L t .L
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3 «)nT Rrf«T II- f  V*Uus., d .
D«teor birth*'"".................» . . .A ^ . ....>-4, ....... ..

cwuil employmCDl •«« •( initi«l ' Yeaif̂ '-MootL'" " ••
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/ ■RCTriPP! THE GMTRAL ADMINI^RATIVE TBIBULW?
...... ;'Ti.imRQw . bmg u)71*\joMm*< ■■■ -  ̂- -...-

No. Of 1989 CL)

■V:' Chhatra Pal- and another «•«

V '
V

.'i ■

w

T R W  C O ” Y  

A.T, liiS it-iJ
I

" A

<B,c. 8o«»«
9l(3k Cixiit 

ft>|ajipufatn. tupkrtOW

Yersusf

The IMion of Ind^a & othears

Applicant

Resposndents,

Enel fesure Hoy

NORTH EASTERÎ  RAMAY
 ̂ - .- ..- .... .. •• •- ■ .- /•• ri*

Result of sei'eening of ©asual labours/Substitates 

of Mechanical Dept* -(Loco) & Managing & Personnel 

Branches 1982*^3 ^ LJK Division#

#*♦**###

M ■> 111

As a result d  the screen^g of the casual labours/ g 

substitutes of Mechanical Deptv (LOco) and Hanging 

& pejjsonnfil branches; held at Gorakhpur, GondatLudiDow| 

Mailani, Kanpur AnwarganJ^nd absentees test at LJK 

in the month of Jani, Feb;, & M^rch, 1985, the 

following candidates ham been delcared suitable 

re<xruitmjent to the sts class IV ser'9'iae of Mech* 

Depti'/LJN Divi:»‘; .

It* is very necessary that the dates of birt| 

and SC/ST aertillieates should be rechecked by the 

dealing se©tioi of Personnel Branch at the tlae of 

appointment! conpletion of service recoxds and inii 

medieal eaEsminatioj etci and other procedures laidj 

down in Estti  ̂ Codes in this regaxdli.

The canpetent authority (3>rm) has been 

pleased to â c.;ord his approval to this panel on 

14V4583;

>«•« 2



/
List »A« General CaQdidates.

# #. 2 #■(»' W '

Si[ Names Tat^her^s D:OB Total- service
Ko® name  ̂ > cai 30*'6i?1981

ia Z m i l  ^  Khalil 5$;11t47 5222

61*; Ghhatjrapal A Ram Hata« 6 ,10|59 1542

62*: may Shanker \ ' Ham Ayodhjta 15t®5 1537

409^ Balramji ! Lallan 6^11f51 250

V- 4l0f Bai Hari Shank@rl0l5P60 249

^  448:| Ram Shanker Singh Ram Gtod^ra 1»1J59 120

A ,  -  -  .  .  «  _______ ____________________________________________________
I

> l®ur hyn<la?e(i and forty eight naaes only*

SC/Sa/Mgi‘1'* Lists . Sd/-. n  legible

■ ■ « tar MviliaylMaiia^r {lO

‘ Hoi B«^27/£tear^8/M©eW;'(L0GCV^&^).|88^ l8|4pB3

G;<̂ y to OS(P) GMlse M(Wsh|p;iOcQf He will plea^ arri^^ for 

"fche Bi®ii©al easatt̂  and oth®r tomiialijie  ̂ and post thes® 

' m«n against-aready vassancieŝ

SDME/fM^®l(t)/GKB for inf GnaiationJ;

I \ All eonceniedi for infoiraation an® neeessary a©tion§:

1 ’ All Lfs and notice boards for information  ̂Reaognised

ijaions for inf03:i}ation̂  .
I

Sd/« Illegible,
■ 1S14IB3 

for DI-bIS, aiy Manager (^)

< c .c . 6owno
«Ad«wate. Cott’t

E-3665, R a j a j l p u r a r n ,  iucknow



I

I.ISI *B» •» Resemi CeBBpmltles 
Hachnieal (tOC^) eVsutisttsf

fotmd fof class

-V'

'> v

XjL

< ,1

^  ^ ^ '," j* ' ^  .* y- ,•» >» ^Bm
Glî ijigar trasad 

3| Sri »8l

4^ kan^ Singh
. . . .

^  S^filB ]«8il 

6^ Surttsls Gluuidra 

t«| Em iShimlMir

e| Si^eo Iial
*»i' '

^  S m ^  Kia&ar 

Wm frasad
'

X«X ^  Itai

124i Aar^l^a Bhani
■' P3L,

krishaa Kiahore 

14«! R«ial ,

Shagwati frasad 

Zm frasal

174 B m M

Birai 

Bipat

llhakisr Srasad 

HilEiii Ĥ ]ai

Bodhani 

Maikoo 

OlatiD âein '  

r«b Surat 

Hooi. Oliasd 

Ghbadi 

Ghbotioo 

*yod«*K»^w|_

Hot! lal
Hi

Bal Sin|^

levi Eeea.
'ifc •

M e@ M

Bet

nieglKLe 
'  »8#S83

aa«SDt«eB naiM

Uat 'B* Setoaulta liitm
^  rf- ^  jC  ^  ^  ^

2<5|49

1 ^ 0

.111 Sahtoo

u [ 4  m agim a
'  m m

G^Y mE MAHB

15S1-59

16il1»g7

%4m

U # # e .

3«t2i62

.2fWg7

|O|0«^2

is#r#3

Sheolet 1 2 ^ 4

t B l T . . O - Y

/^ T T E S T L W

<c.c. s«
j W ^ o c a t .

t.366S.RaiailP‘‘«"''^"‘̂

3^34

3145

1640

1530

1429

I3i5

704

675

576

490

551

351

351

310

250

249



Mst *01: #. H«oagiag & fersoiaael Bept|
Cl/SubsHi^l ecreeaed asi fomd  ̂
«wit«0)le for €sl88s I? serviced

X

V

X
-A

ITflBie & iâ her̂ ft acne
o

Bate of 
.Mjpth

«•> m m m m

Total Hoi os 
' tfk îiays''as

1<i BMi Beo Kaadhal 25«e«&3 1856

24 Miastiique Ate«i Ba^̂ ab 27«#f46 1848

3* Frem Hatĥ JmkX Brasaid 3»9<|5* 1068

ii Bemoai

Slifoker Butt, 
iewaai .

1M2*®5 874

^  fiâ  Ktnar Maakoo 21*?«5 847

6^ 1Tsb4 LaX Hatbtaii £w 197<@8 827

7^ Jan ^l ItAmf Behari 17«Z-54 791

8^ Yl̂ agra Bhaitir S«a762

94 HaraiQ B̂ lchoo M '20«1«<56 755

tO*i Ussaia Jaagali ^ 50#*®6 754

BagtimaadifO 10«!10«$T 575

I2| Krishaa Kmar mhm Lai 117)07 ' 572

13  ̂ laehoo IdX. ' Has BiiiLwaa ,1 9 # ^ 57©

144 Sisiusahl^ €liMl Yadaip K4\2-m 569

15*1 Kaifiudia Aasari Moh»aA ^62 528

16«i I,a3lji Yadwr Balgoviaft Mair■ 3# # 2 515

IT^lilMBi Ŝ ocO. isie-ssi 442

18« Bin l»liax«y Kaata trasad 1ii1#7 ■ 414

ti9| Bluaai Mm Saatosiii J^|59 400

2Q4 M m %0-^m 586

Zi§ Jai tsasad LalXaa Brasai s W i 550

22| Oi Ihrakasb Sfaao Stasii. 255

z a  s«oit i  a«th Jajr Shri 257

24<i Komejr' a ^ i a 20i(N57 207

2§«i ?iBoti Ktnar 
Srivasta^

Hai^vialt fiaar«>X 
Srifastata^

144

26« BiB Bilas Baasi Srasad l.*!t#7 144
«» <■ *  4». «i at» at «» « « •» « (#

tirfiQty Sla£ nones

H / »  m e g iU e
7  18#«P5

TO*^
A T T i i S T L O

jŴBeatt. »tsi C»«»t 
£.3665, Rajajipuran^ Lucknow
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0 ^ 0f 1989 (I.)

tfahatra fal aM a)iiot)ier

%i<ai of iQdia & otberfi

’ •,• • ’1

Tke deneral Managor. 
SwEiEaiXwasrt

ra -0 ? Y

^  a t i e s t e d

<§.C. Sffiwe
«̂9i' C»“* 

G-SeSS, RaJajHiufam, Lucknow

i

CV)

lasj^aetet Sli^

S^bjeott 8BSRC7XXIIM3! OF CLASS If  STAFF H  
. MBSHAHI(?Ai B8AHOH,0F N A  U m A T  
, M ia iW  PlTOIOM^ -  ̂ ..

Rateriaoe Resiat̂ e >«f witten i^st galaiish* 

edi vUe ^22VSer«(^§^efe(I,o®o/H&I) 83 iatei

#

ire the foil ©wing staff h9s to briag to 

srour kisi notice for favoure^e ooasideratioa m

tittder i#

■ / ■ ' ■*

111 That w9 norloli easnal laboiixers is

m  oonstrtiotioii srojeet in Fortin Bastera Bailivay#f
■ .

£uok&owt sBd were sufeseqtteiitaiy e ^ e d  for

sereesiisg test held at 6oMa aad soae other isLaces 

ia Ja»t Feb & Mar 198^

2m , As per Qotifiwtioii ptiKlisheC fide

>8 letter ^227/se*fi^%^eeh (Loo^&F) 83 iateS 

we ifere daly sereesed and apjroved for 

appolaiaieat as olasa XV staj^ iM the Railwarl 

3^ That stibseqtieQtlly we were aalled for

mediaaL essninati.oQ and were diay foiaid medie^ly



<

J '

<̂ .C. Scoecna
J k im e A t . Wigl Cottit 

E.36S5, Rajajipuram, LudcnoW

fit tor f^polntvst is the Bcnth of Hâ rt ^98^

4# That all the laeiieal fit iS)̂ rtifieate htore

been dtjQiy d^osited la ̂ flee of the BEK(t) HE

Sailnajr  ̂Lackaov so that eazilljr affOiststeQiis tm 

be aea<i

5* Ibat jMotets jnaler to «s bars alreaiy
> • , t- ■

heea aâ poisted and foeted at Wk various plaoes ta 

sogexsessioa and iipsorias OBr seaiority hat uaforttif 

aaMjr ire have aot yet heea appoiated for which we 

are sufferJag hadl^^ ^

6| That we ha;fe t«pi:&BmU$ to the eoioeraiag
•i •

offiwrs repeatedly hut vith ao restiltsi

f«i5 thereforoi fervently pray that -yo«r
\  _

kiadself a ^  ^ease iatervaia the aatter aad issue* 

suitable orders so ̂ hat we are s^poiatei without 

aay further felayg

We are at preseat out of |oh aad faidLag 

extrewe hardship) fiiiaaolailyi
r ■

fhaakiag your.

Yo^rs faithfoPLlyl

forwarded to the followiag for iatomatica 

aad ^aily aeoiessazy aeptios| If ao su it^e  r e ;^  

is revived in i3 days frcoi the reoeipt of this 

lettox^ we the undersized w ^  he oheligedi to 

ta3fie the resouse of Ic^al aî tioa to have our ri^ts 

eatahlishet for appointiBen^

tf Bivisional Hailway Manager̂

KE Blyj Luoimow#

2f| Senior Bivisicw forsonBel Gfficert 

KE Baiyfr'ludcnowll-
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tm 5B

m  61.,

H  66 

A4 ■ 68 • 

n  71 '

6« 75

1% % n

Bm m

H 518 

lOf 519

H i  520
12i 5 52 

15i 409

7

rather Hame

Haiti Baŷ at
•j. -̂  ■ ■

CJbliatraBal laa Rata»

Plirw Cbeeira Sheo Bijaa
■<»

Bema Sl̂ smker . Ians Raj

Ciirish ©teSsa iâ î bas Sbaxma 
Shaxaa

Sloreni M a&obar Bam Ibivaj Sham a

Vinoi Kmar Sh« lam Qqgal Shanta 
iu®a ,

Ashok Kuaar Babu Iial @tipta

^ishna Pgt Bahadur^v Siia^

Ghksisa Bav Hisra

Mm Sirarath 

Ram ihli^j Shanm

M ia n

Hritâ r Karala 
Hiara

JaHii

Sl^aa Maoohar 
§haxiia

Balrsa 4^

Mirasi^

Bm Hqral S /@  laiiaras 

«! BftULIya 

§ Ghharta 

lisU  I'-dcnAa ^

- iate^ «  2 0 « ^ 5
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4 /■

V “

- V-- 
•X

-k

q^C. So^®

f s

eMatva Wt3i «Qd a^tber Applidant^

The Hales o£ liiAiit & ot^cs

BBclMare H«M if

fho Sxg tOtitiGQS ©ftieesy
0£fiee^

'j m m *

Itespee^eA Sizi»

Vith Aue respioet aa4 iisnUd Bulsi66ioi^: ifi 

beg to eulttit that ve were aele^ei for the eSiass n  

posts vide SlM(?)/LJlSf*& t«Q«l ir@| 1Si/2Zt/&mtmixifs/&/ 

m«Kb/l»oo!&/Hklf) ^  |b |4 |^  Xhe tael vas'i^rofeds 

Isgr the e€Bpet£at authcr ity B8I0«^ e» 

la qtiesUoii seleeteA ewdiiates coataias 448 ainoe

(oofiea of s«eeeaiB£ list are «nd.eseft herewith^
• ■ . c

7h0 Sif has Is^eA «^oiiit«

meat lett̂ ess in fcorour <>£ CEandidates plased at i^ett4

ins Spoi^ 1 ^ ^

. 4 $ ^ $ $  t© to m i 3 m  4lt

4%4M9^2,t^f79t^2,88 to 89ff8gt03 to I04rf

106»111t1l6t1l8 to tl9» i56^145p4M4*iil52#il

248i 252 255^7C^92f*3^a^17t^62 %©

Althotifl̂  we are ®i.»(6ei at l^o»« §8i|s6l#66t

68tfrt«f5»te»t94,19T#?54^25^56fc^t^258^93*2^



A V 

(A

519, 520,326t 352^356# 357, 367 } 

and are senior but we are still denied appoiatotestB h& 

though we have f̂ proaolsed to vide

our application dftted (cc^y enoXosed)*
4. ^

In view of the above we would request your Icind 

^  honour to loolc into the matter so that mat we naj got

justice and livelihood as ve have no other sourae of 

inooneil

Ve hcs|)e ĵ our honour will do tbs needful for 

which we shall be highly ^tefu l for over»,

Thanking you in aaticipaticn pleasel

A Yours faithfully#

3d/«» aam l̂ ayalf 
331fJ<̂  58 
S/0 BanaraSf 

Vill*BeMehiik»
?ost Charuf

Cq3y forwarded to the following ^ r  i»foima.tic» 

and neoessaxy action please t

Sri Bansi Lalf Hon b̂le Minister for BailWt 
. ^  RaiT Boad Bhawast Sew Delhig

2«» Sri Madho R&o Sindhiyat Hon^ble S;tste Minister
for Railway I aail Bhattwani !$iew Bflhl«

3« The Ohaiman, Railway Boardf Rail Bha«an» lew
Delhi*

4«* Sri iy:iand Singh, Mi*?* I?, Tila3c HargfHev Delhi*

Yours faithfully,

>  ̂356- Sheo frasad S/O §8*» Ran Dayal S/0 Baaaras
Dhan Raj 61# Chatra il̂al S/O Has Hat an

557- Tiahadii.* «s/ft Shruv G-handjpa ^ 0  Shiv Pu^aa
'  68-. Rsna Shanker S/O Ba»« Ra4

71#« airish ChaJdra Bhatt S/O Bachhan Sharma 
367«* Rajendra H*S/0 73<l Shyan Hanohar S/O Ram Dhiraj Shazva

Kripa Shanker Lai 195*«finodi Kmar Shazsa 1^0. Raa Qos»l Shama
19<Mshok Kmar Gupta S/O Babti Lai 
197-Onkar S/O Daya Raa 
234-R« Narayan S/O Patarai 
235*^aa|^ Bm S/O BaiJ Hath 
236«Xo»al tras^ S/O Miagwan Dass 
237#Raa Laut S/O Mm DuHearey 
238*«Hahant Lai S/O Raa Dhani ^
295»Raa Kewal S/O Shitla Jrasad 
297-6atya ^akash S/O Shiva iPrasad

318-Kristo» De» Singh S/O TeJ Bahadur Sinjh
319-Hriaasi Harain Ml»r» S/0 Chanira M *  ■!»»*

5 5 & ^ a a  Maaohar Shsraa s/O Bam Dhitaj Sl»J*a
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of 1989 {%)
w

X

1

v ^ '

O P Y

a x i ^ s t e d

r V

A ; ,

>

^(j.gcss»a

aihatra £al and asotler

Osiicin o£ Ini4a & otMxB

<#• A p p ii^ t i^

^SMVED

m t M L  ABiXHlSTBAIlVB SRIBliA^Mim BA]) 

Re^stipatioa H<i 747 o£ 1986

/• -

tall & 8 Oihess AppliQDaatSf

Vftesiis

^Q6ra3i H^at£^ir  ̂S^Railvay 
^rakfa|itir & BftdpoRtetsi

‘ (I9r HosgS^S^eetr ilasant

;CliiG is m  applieation imder Seô ticf) 19 

of the A^iaistjcatiire Tribuaals Aoi 3Cllx of 198$|#
•> „ _ , • . . • ' 

aa4 8 others have filia tMs ^etitioo 

Sjm to the opposite parties to Aeoi^e

the reparesentation of the applieaats date4 2*8|*,I985 

ai4 to appoist them to^ass XV is aeeooiasice with 

the seniority list of the of the putedish^

e€ vi4e aotifioatien dated 1^4^83«

2| The appli®aats» ^ e  is that they were

workisi; as easuaX labourers is J^SpCmetrmiim

2



2.

I

m V F  C O P Y  

A T I E S T E D

<g.C.SosS»o
w  eourt

a - 3 6 e S ,  R a j a j l p u r a n w  L o c k n o W

fro^eet of H«£»R» %mkaow Bivisioa freo a long 

ferio4«j|®^einiii£ test was in 1963̂  ̂ ia which 

the ap|0.1eemts eXmeiiith other (̂ astial Xaheorers 

ap^«arei| Cb the result of the test va&

notified foNl the eppli<fcaBts>ere agprftw* for 

apfoiatiieat as dkass I? s^aff in the BaHwsj^ 

Stibset̂ ently they were meiie^illf eiwinei aad 

foQQd £1^ After iieAieaL exaeinatios the appXi^ts 

were walii»£ for the appoi&tEiest letter, hut the?̂  

have aot received m j eppolatiieBt letter a&d m 

the other hand the persons jtmlor to him ia the 

afozttsaid list were ^poistei* In this 

they asde a represeatatioQ on 93^ hut no r e ^  

was given̂  ̂ Ih itpril# t986 the a^plittiits e«ie to 

loaow that m six ^rscns were appointed

in alasŝ  IV waiMey tho^h they were put in list 

pKe|î i2»d in

The defence is that the list )tm prepared 

in in i^ich the appliaants and others were 

f^roved for i^oint«ent| They did not suhiit 

origineX eei^tifieates from the ̂ oneemed 2*octo

Eoreaan ^ e r  whoi they were worldng anA the
■•t. . ' 
oertifioates prodised at the tiae of sareeniî f

were subsequently fotmd to be forced and talc^

It was i»rther alXefed in the C^untar Affidavit

that the c$pli«aits newer worlced in the loco Shed

and as siach they were not 4̂ wen the eppointneî

and they were p«t to strict proof of alleigatior}

with regard to the flaet that they hare worJced in

(Oo^stra^ion)^ The appliaants ere ^so 

retired to show their original working certifi< 

The <soly p«i8t argaed before us was as to whether

—  5



■U,

T R U E  C O " Y  

A T T E S T l I^

%tm aaae was rightly' d2«^ped and tbc^

ifere not i^pointei toesuse they h$il sulnltteA fozg^ 

aoi fake CDertifieatesf fhe (Dntestion of the applN 

8«DSts is that the resx>esexitatlo» was seat )ŝ  post 

uliieh ifsti re«siTed Isijr the resptsiiests on 26«2»1935 

as is eTldent ftca the fostal ksikaowleikgtmi&t 

Receipt (Amiexare«|»l)̂  Xa respjoise to the repcessa*̂  

Nation ii^e hy the petitioaer he seeeiireA a eioanual* 

«atioa torn the effiee of Brlae Miaister tate4

7he Is tter of Sri Satya Brakash HaMya»
■■f- • 5' '

acUlEeaiKei |o the Bailway Hiaister also s a ^ e ^  

that is 1935 soae owi^aiats were aaie regardiag 

seleGitioii out of Wb» paael| Xhe e^lieaats wese 

aeirer iafomea th^ the eertif iosafces were for^d 

aad £ake* 0o it was Kiadadbi ooateadei that any 

fiaiiag regaxiiag fozgory hiiSlQ& the haok of the 

applied)to is bad ia

md 3

<a.C. SoKSCJG
I SJigJ Cesit
G-£5̂S. Raiappuram, iMcknovj

4i la 1935 soreffiiiiag was done 8od the

applieaats aloafwith others w«re a|>pr0ved for 

89?poiata»tg It appeared that sone eaftiixy was »ade 

aad it was foaat that the «ertifitates filed hy 

the applictaats were forged said so they were aot 

giwea any appoiatacDt| Xhe applieaats were aewer 

t€ld that they were aot giwea the appoiataeat for 

the aforesaid reason  ̂ lathis ooaaeetioa they aade 

a represeatatioa hut ao reply was «i^n| So aatural^ 

they m  eotad aot deay the all«|^ torgei^l Vhea 

the Couater Affidswit was; filed they cane to Imow 

that there a etege of forgezy aad aow th^

are deayiag the sisa^ Ihis fiadiag of forcery was 

giwea hehiad the haok of the applioaats aad they

4
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V '

%fer« aot a<Bsai8iieatei% So thia action of Baaslag 

ex s«rt« £iQ4iag is TifdAtive of the prinoisXas ot 

natural justic^lj Tlad aathoritfies are direo:ted to 

hoar the appll«aatd repLrding the alleipBA charge 

of forsssy aa& thereafter pass suitable oriezit Xhe 

settt ion is di^osed of aiCccorAin̂ y i4th <&06ts m 

sartieal

U /*  niegiUe

- m&t eiiaimjfi

Bated the 24 3ept|> t987

Si/« lUei^ble 

' H«6ber (A)
r.

Irue cogij

9eetio» Offioer
G^tral Administratiire {Tribtmaa.

■ *
/ I » V* ̂  P f ̂  \

e:tr’ Cov-:
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<^C. ôscnQ 
lAdwtoto Sl(3& CtMtt 

E-$£S  ̂(kt{ajipuranw iuctost?



k s
-

^  iFiaiin=fh^^Ssni atciw n aw ip a;. new  t
.5 .  * '■ 4

fo 3nii f«89 imt

H
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. |2-9,

^  r iin F e n
Hs m  I



5 ' (

TOT TiPFfhr firr ?rf^ rfl:TW®T;i^TO
sr = s:;3r::s3:sss2s= s==:==ts=:=;:s=s==s:s ss=s=:3:s35=:s=rs=:s:r=:=2=:r=ss

anr̂  1989

V

\-

.7"

t r u e  c o p y  

a T T 6 § T £ 0

5WT?i HUT a'=!f

•rra s m r  attr

m tt

rRPFKt’F

m m z %  ¥-15

} m K

w m

33:

wt\m
H f W  I
;S:==SS=S3

W 1^J={ 1 1% |T«ff w ftm  1^jn  \ tofit 

^f 3TR% -f̂ raTT 1 ^  IT ip  OTT ^ScTf %■ I SftX 3mTT 

TOT % 1^ fT«jf %- f= te  fT 31OT -fer oItW  I

1- i=fnf 1983 W # 1 ^  fawriT V

^nr^fm w fi^  ^  wVtifr ^  ^  1 1 ^ *  jn^f

?r ?fiP! Elhi'TO f m  m r «n- 1 5iw fM t  sFpf wt\̂ tr W 

qM ^T i i3iT lY  ir r if f  «t- wttm % i p w  w  1 
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PTTt -ftir 5it ^  "fê inr m" n  ^ ho
— 2
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m f m  ¥T^ ^  15-10-66 ^  ^  ^

nTcrr 3jt 1^ W r  -fim Tst % -Mr sit 85 W Ter̂ rnifr 

g t ¥  1 i« ? irr 66 ^  T c fm  ^ o w to  V

j5=sf iff wTflft* >T 3rYr 3̂ ^  fsr *ir stot sf cfr 

^ 3n-3fr s;? 3^ I ^  35 m  «fr ??rt^ ^

?wr fR- 4fr 3̂  7fr «t s<fe «??rw irr̂  i>wf 1brr 1 m  >r 

f ^ r  5it wmrr arrPsr gfi7 mr̂  tk sftr 3imf ^ 1 ^  

t l  g ^fhRl" | T ^  ^  ^  « rr^  ^  snrr^nf^ i i t  

timer »f «rnf irifr ==igt 1 ^  t

irsw T?f *rr fmr ^  «l̂ r V 1̂  awr 

ir w 3^¥ sd

^ g m  ier% >T 3fhr 3fT^T% iiip ! «fr

»i?7Rt lir p  ISWT?! itflT % iTT% ?fr#i gfTWT IkRT St

qtrr’R mt n eY'H 1^ ^  t¥TEr V I* i

^  \ ^ fe r  w idim t ^

3’?w>r W R  s W  % I O T  iJT (fr#* wr surf! w ^  

^Wt- ^ ^  ¥ ciT gJT list ulr̂ * 1^ m ^

^  Mt îreRtTT fF«T ^O^TT >  ̂¥ 3PiTUr ?ISt

^im  1% |5  >fr i t  fJT 1 ^  V ^n rY  ^  ke iV  

ZTmr Jfr =̂imr ĝt 11?  ̂% 1 uirgn arrw ^  

i^^ ^ 2imz % m  ^

^  [̂T% ^  cjifr g?r srr̂i ififcT ¥ 1 m

% t̂ -nr W arm  ̂?!w JrifR % 1̂  ir?T wr I 1  ̂ 3fr̂

^  I I

?irgw amr ^fttlt ^ ^  ?ffcT ¥ rit «fg

giT ?m?tr pfr»T ?jgt ptto ^  ^  >rd: ®|;̂ «[rTl'

?ir1% nr-ifrT l^rnrr >(Tfr siEf ^ ^

I

WEn ^  T O  ^(fjm in?T "Ff  ̂% i t ^ w  irr 

m  pr»T  ?rft'2T 5’Jjrn" m  ^ ^FTrfellr ^

I I gir gTf Tff fUT I cr̂r ̂  5Fir Ihf̂  6 - 1  i-i95i I.

oit T»t Tffcr ¥ I

^  -f^^irnir % 1^ 3rpr gJT c#-7jf % IÎ kpt W

>[ -ftwrr g ^  IT ?igTTT iHtnr w irotEf g?i
«i«r*i<i« 3
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¥Tif %  Irg? 3 ^  n€gf ^  mft ^  I ^

3rnr ^  j-mR % ^  3?̂  ft* 3rnf% w  r̂ m m  I  wt*

ETg giT pM-* ft ?OTrr ^ r=st % >r p  jfr̂  ?fcr> st

s’Ceî ft’ 1^ ^  I 1Wr j!Tii jen -M ar̂ mst' mcrw

Mr ¥t- ^  1 11 wi f m  ft ^  i %  >r g 3f 1r 

m  3nri% aifV n g w ^  % tiit! % 1?V ?ranr 

■fenr W w  %• j ŝrm 1 ^r  oti- Tf I tfr t^m  

ff  ̂ulifr V j# 3TR" nrm w  I* i aw ^  k% fs 5? 

iter % ^  n ffjfr I i ^1t mw ^ eft ?i ^  

3FJf«?r Tis^ W -te*?? ^  ur srr̂ n̂  =#i?t ^€t t 

wr^ m  ^  wfmff wr m r ^  ^  w m i iTtr "k

aV i

:■

Ttsf (BW I I

iHf O T W

I/O  3it,
r ^  w f^. 

m  ^

fl*o •»
1^r*

^  % ?fr«r m w t^w  jwror trjt̂ ‘ prn"

2T 3FirflrliT 5 W T  ir̂  wm* ti iw ih  % atfr?i m i 

¥T r^PT  ^  fr m t  iisr tk ¥ i bi

1¥ir fr ^  -fer ifi| ^  ^  fTit fTT 1̂  >T ?fr 

a»fr j p w t ,  ?rm % I

g/o icfm sit

t:ri3E co p y  
a t t e s t e d
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m s HO??*B:|a Q i!«A t ABHlNlGfaATI® TRIB^At*

'■ ■ eiRcuiT mmn, mcmm ■

0.^ . m i ei i9a§

Chbatirap̂ l. & ‘^r!other

’̂ erstss

t%io!i Of tedia & athers.

««

W# ^Cbpoglte parties

Oouater rtiplf m hehi%lf ©f the

©pposl.tes partlag,-

I

'V-

ft W « 5

i , Chm m  ^ehe.H ToftAm,: aged about Sri 

years, seft of W  - 'TeuJo  ̂ wotking as

^ssistaJit eersbvial Officer I mrth B^sterm i^ailway,

\ ■ ’■
iMdkmw, Thavv! mthoHsed bf the opmsitm ;

party to file t!̂ Ss' 5*§st;i|it., reply on, their beh,-5l€.

 ̂ '®9:3t Its :replt t© Pe.ra' 1 of the spplicati©!!'

it is; stated that the Same matter has alr«a(3y been

d^eided by this Hair’ble Tribimai aitting at Mlahalaad

vid# Mo» 747 o£ 1986 hei$.ce, this .petiM o» is

fftalnt.s!ii!iabj.e deservss t© be_ dismissea. Any '

thiag d©ntr3.jy to i§ de®ied*

%  '®iat ia: reply to para 2 @f the application

\>-
neea ns doirmejits in ©f the faSts fiarrat«sd In

C ,6 ,V ^ ^
•cnw •ifwvr̂  /

8TW3T:
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«  2 w

"I

'v.

"V>,

/ *

patagpapHiS ©f t!iCs replf*

3« fhat the edn^^ms of para 3 of the appllcatlai

ar® wr®ag hefiee desi^d* la j^plf thef«t© it Is stated 

that-the’ present applicaticsii Is barred time as well 

m  res .Jtt^ieata also applies in the itistaist case*

4# fhat the daiiteiits o£ part 4 o£ the appllcatloii 

are foeimf ̂ p l ia d  as. milder i

ihat the e©»tepts par?! @f the application 

 ̂ ©re. isM admitted as aiiegea ■ hence deoied,* In reply 

theret© it is stated that the edttcationai: <itiali- 

fieatio!! 'fe .mt the eriteria for appoiatme^t

X % M  that the ;©o^eiit0 of para. of the application

are fist'aijriitted as aitlegi  ̂ heace deoied#  ̂ In.reply

'• '^heret© -it.■,lis.:,.gtated;that the applicai^ts.intimated 

fai^se days ©i the' ■ feasi#;of -forged'■ #o:i^ing

^rti'fi«3^e.#h^ :is; cieair''fi»i -'the J^fj^ent 

' ord-ef :f|vea- hf' the-',#entSBi idffiiaist'rltive 

prilmnal# i?i- 747 •f  193^, ' the

tme copy of said Jttdgemeat and @rder Is  heing 

eii-'elesed herewith as B̂Besgur<s H©,a R»i- to this 

cot®ter reply*

IV!*:!!! fhat ia reply t© para I% l l l  ©f the appll.catio« 

it is stated that the casual labotir cards as a 

ailegsd by the applicants.* isstied to, them were\ 

dotihtfal. and m  verificatloi^lt proimd ■ 

that those were forged and fahri<Sated* fhe triie

C .6,Va-^
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o£ •mm i?e|59i!^':sub!fiittea: %  tfee' % e c ^t  

imfii!ee,r < €cii,sfe»et3|?d® } mmh M^Bt^m. BgilNrp, 

iaratial a^ed ■6#5*tl A a r t f  i-eî eais W>a,t tlie 

appl'icaBt *%♦: t. -jhag stibmitted t1i.e fci^®'<3 ce,.ic1:if|* 

eit'C b̂ ŝsfiise 'tfeS' pexl,'©d shovfli Sti tb« 'de'rt4.fi<Jâ €

# 3 ♦

i,B lite wh«^ ti!?e c0ncanig<l daipartmep  ̂'

w^sm&t estatoXished  ̂ fa th® ^rfcifidate s«fomî tt«a 

h f  th®. aQpii^2Jai5t|S  ̂ appM<3a«fe n o f f  t̂ as

s m a w i i ' h s  lias 16^4^75 t0 'lS«f.,75

i^r®a-s -as F«r ^p@3?t ©f the B^eoitive i®giise«^ 

ttie dtspB^mmt 0©s:ee-n3ea ^as sstal!>li:S?ifi'3; tn -̂he 

fealf' ©«%#.■ tte ps/spad  ̂ m  applioant 3 

it i© 'Sl̂ ated- tiiat a© #^rv'«#f%lileafe©: ■ ^

'|ii<;5'rs- l̂s- Te-am̂d va^aMsble

ftmm- ' fhfs ,trm  a©pf «l m m ^

■ t o .  reply ' '' ̂ *̂■■■

3:t* w ' ^.'St t!i« eaiiteiits pf pâ m̂  ,l%3:^>£ fcM. ;ai>pil^ai|o0,

..jiead Q©' a©iwnefs%s- as ttae ŝarae is not €o*
■; . • ' '  i  ‘

■ -ths' itS'srtatili :eas^ -̂. '

IV* V :^at ,©f paei para ©f the appllcatloti

. &m <rset setotttefa as al.tegea#, -HeilGe €eiiied,» Igs *»ply 

1̂ie3?eto 4t 4:0 *ha,t fclie ;eeirt.ofteste of the

,' worSetog of tBe «p î<5a'jits a® ,sttoM*:ted-by t̂*ciu

w«re ■ ffs-rĝ'̂ dg,,

C  I
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sgjpllcation neeS n© ie©fnm t̂s "as the same 

af« not'releveist for the isstaist eas«s#: ■

^a t  the ■ê gtest.s, ô£ jJara i%¥ II if''̂ th^

- -V-  ̂ ■■ . «,ie^e4 '
®p|illcat40i as

■lii tiispir- th@iretQ ft is t̂-atad, that thfes'fhave 

worked as ^asii^ l^ouf la 'the %gi.ijeeriii-g 

.l^par^efit fer the''«2!e*ti£isate 

hf thein* Qq eagtiiif̂  th©se;,eertlfi(2ate,s.',were 

f(Mad'''£©'rgea‘hetide there-was :,a© <|iiiefti©» 

sendt^Q ̂ ^ e  Barnes ■ ©f,/the, %piie^ats 

'hf the' , Iiia3@rain!̂ .eg ©f iBploeajriiif

K«fpartii#?jt :B8>lP iSdr̂ ©iifeief̂  ©f; weaicat

■ raeist# tt©r«©^%'it Is ,fei?th4- '̂sisteitte  ̂ that

..'<3#: «h^ ' ■'

m  'Vsrl£i<Satioii~ O'f -th^appfl^aiit^# «S" «l3«ge<3:

: ;"■ ’ ■"■ - by--thcfc'by-,|3^tf ^ l e f  Sagitteesf )

. «@tal€h|5ti%.fcni^«3hat th<»

Sftjsmlt’ted̂  i^ise <ses?t||t£i<3at̂ ŝ--̂

th« ;«©ftteats ©f 'para,

, ^p lic a tE a a  âife'a-#t -

: henee^ :fetit«5(3» 13s .irepiy'the,ret© |it,,ts .stated

. ,that',th«f\oin|^aai ©eii-iftcateS''ha^

.f?eve;r beem dep©slte<ljiî  d^e'

. . /the\is3$Wii3r

IV* BC  ̂ .. ; , '^at'the ,<J©iitfleiits-©f’-para IV*IX of the

/ 'aot '' ' '■ ’ '
. p̂pli©̂ tiofli-■ a as allegei heisce

aeni«i® tn- *epiy theret® tt. ,is stated'-that

2

,

iVpiri ^fhat the. -̂ ©fiteiits mi 'para the



¥

t U  pa-®et limich was elrciilated vMe DRM(P) 

i , • . _ ' . ' ■

' ■ sfo* B/237y^®rt/iAdh«(i.©eal/!^^3- agfeea 18*4*83

isrlil pra^' itseff tBe a<2t\i.ai' posftl®i5# It is 

submitted that iateir-0R the c«rtlfi<3at«§ su^itted^  ̂ - 

hf the appii<3a.!!t9--were f©nti<3 f©rged and fabricated# 

2^»K J« reply to para it is stated tliat the c©nteQts

of'para tindeir 'I»pl5r are n&t releveflt .in view of the 

facts aiid eiraimgtaaces narrated in this cocmter 

^p ly * It Is fa«their stsJwaitted that the medical 

fitmess- oalT d® not coisfef m f ftght t© the appli­

cants*

T f^t  ^a-t the c®ate!5t§ .-para I’f.iCI of the applica-*

tiaa are s#t admitted’' is alleged h^nce denied#

:î  reBly ■ theret# It ts stat®i that the' appli«a®^s 

have claimed for their app©il?tit;*yit Hoa'*ble

' Central' Mmililstrati’tre fribanal# MlahaJsad through 

m  apislication which has be '̂i decided .and Judgem̂ fe 

ann, ®,n5.e*r ef the same has beee, eticlosed liaRiÊ ±Jl3l with 

this Counter raoly as .,lai-ne?̂r-© ifô , E»j. t® this 

Coitoter reply*

%%%It lliat the COfitents of para IV*Xil of the application 

need no Ciamraeats in view of the faGts and ciremns- 

taaces narrated ab®ve*

I\f*XlIJ lhat the l^atents of psxa r^XlIl of the appHcatioti 

meed m  comments ifi yiew of the facts and circtims-. 

tances narrated above*

■ . C
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VI*X1V 'that the content?a of para IV.XIV ©£ the appllca-

tion need no comments la view of the facts aad

circumstatices narrated above*

IV,XV That the contents of para IV.XV of the appllca.

fcioa weed no comments in view of the facts and

^ clrcumstaioes narrated abov?»*

IV,XVI Itiat tthe contents of para Iv/.XYI of the appllca-

tlon need no comments in view of the facts and

cli'cumstances narrated ab*ve«

IV*XVII That the contents of para XVII of the application

are not admitted as alleged hence denied, ;Ci

reoly thereto it is stated that the applicants

working an alleged by the* were found false and

the certificates submitted by thorn were found
any

f®rged hence there was no question to^absorption 

®r appointment ©f the applicantfs*

IV .XVIII lhat the contents of para IV*XVIII of the applbation 

need no eomwnts in view of the facts and circums- 

ances narrated above in this ccwnter reply. As 

such the contents of para Tinder reply a-re d e n ie d , 

IV ,XIX, Ihat the contents of para XIX IV.XIX of the

application need n® comraents in view of the facts 

and circumstances narrated above,

IV,XX lhat the contents of para IV,XX are not admitted

as alleged hence denied. In reply therefe* it 

is stated  that in compliance to the judgement

C
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XX

OTd ©rd«r ®f this Hon*ble Central Administrative ^

T rib u n al Allahabad, tile a p p lic a n ts  were asked t «  

stihrait t h e i r  © rig in a l  c e r t i f ic a t e s  fo r  t h e i r  date  

c f  b i r t h ,  ed u catio n  and w orking as casual la b o u r  

v id e  © ffic a  l e t t e r  t^e, E / I I / 227/S c E e e n in g /L o c « / 9 3  

^atei3 8* 4 , 9 3^ seat  threugh  R egistered  ^ . D , ,  but 

t h e  app lican ts  h a ^a  siibmitted rep resentatio n  s ta t in g  

t h 9t  the  wcrkisig c e r t i f ic a t e s  were deposited  

t h e  liailwaiy AdininistratiQ n , w hereas  n «  o r ig in a l  

c e r t i f ic a t e s  irers depo-sited by the  a p p lic an ts  w it h  

t h e  :Railway A dm inistratioR  hence  applica?its were 

agaits asked t<* submit t h e ir  © r ig in a l  c e r t i f ic a t e s  

as ie s ir e d  v id e  S e p ^ y  a^jilwsy M anager (P )  Lucknow 's  

l e t t e r  E / l I / 327/S a r e e n in g /L o c © /83  dated  1 6 , 5 . 8 a 

and ©ther le tte rs *  Hie le t t e r  dated

amd 16,5,SS have beegj admitted b f the ap D lican ts  

in  the paragraphs I V .x x i l l  o f  the applic^ition ,

L a te r  ea the cerfcifi,cates submlttecl by the 

a p p lic a n ts  wew» sent to the coiscexning a u t h o r it ie s  

£®r verification atid th »se  ware found f « r g e d , '

IV.XXI That the contents  o f  para  IV.XXl o f  the  ap p licatio R  

need no caiisments i «  view  o f  the fa cts  and circum ­

stances  n arrated  above*

IV*XX1I That the contents  o f para  IV.XXII o f  the  a p p lic a t io n  

need n© cftmments in  Vievr ©f the fa c ts  and circvun- 

stances  narrated  above*

%%A'



IV,XXIII That the Contents ©f para IViXXlli ©f the

-t

■s .

( " '■

appftsatiaft. aeei no comments ift view .©f the

f.B<sts and aire^st-aftces narrated above*,

,^at the conteatis para m?OCiV o f the' appll- 

eatieti tieetl n# cosnnents M  i#iew ®f the facts 

.'ar̂ a ,elr<2\imstaiS0c,g ttaJ?rated

.  ̂̂ * ! 
tlfpKKV  ̂ 5lial.t the e©atisiit-s ©f para ®f the '

S ' '•'\ !■ ;■-■ ■ ■ . -, ■

. , , .^re hetsce :|rri»ply

; thereto it stated that the tetailed

;  ̂s»fl^ hag alteaay hem gi^m in the £̂®reg©iiig.

S>arsgjfaph,§ of this â tifjta!̂

 ̂  ̂ the a©rlt«jits' ,®f pam Z%XXWI ©f the'

,.■ appiidati®?! ar# ricit a d m i t t e d  as allegei heBce 

-<3ertifei« i n  m p i y  ^ th e tm to  i t  is states that " " ' 

'; it ii  is«t <3®r̂ <3t that the ©rigiifal casiial"ea«is 

#er«/deposited fey th® ■sereeiiiilg 'Ccawnitte'e*
"'■'■■■S'  ‘  ̂ - . -  , .  -

■,' the "Conteiits ©f para tfsX^Xl of the
’ ' ’ • • I ' . ‘

• ■' I ■■ ' .1, -  .  ■ - , i

^plication'ar®'ndt aimittecS as aiieged heace 

<a^led* tn^mptf. thaj?^to <d|M it is stat̂ ed ^

.that the. wos5ciag «f applieds,©Hi rjerlfieatloji^

trm  c@?iceining authorities irm  the aiffereRt;^ 

<3«T3>arfc!n.̂ ,tSir it was found that the dertifibates 

as. aastifl̂ sz® the api^lcaats' wef '̂fcsuna

fhat the i©!itefits of para of" the ^appli*

eati^,: as« vr®ag heuee deniea*- &  r e p l y  thereto 

it is stated thai as the working ©f the applicant 

jJ©« i has been verified by the Deputy Chief

r



. •

Engineer Cconstmction)* Gerakhpur, and was found

that he has not worked under SWI (Construction)

Gfitrakhpur, even for a single <3 ay* So as the case

of applicant 2 also as there is no record

availafcl® in the department about his working*

t IV,}QCIX the centents of para IV^XXK an<S IV.XXX

& XXX
of the application are not admitted as alleged 

H  hence denied. In reply thereto it is stated

that it Is clear that the applicants submitted 

' forged copies #f the certificates* giving false

working days, for getting employment in the 

Railway administration and thus they have 

c<a«nmitted serious miseonduet,

IV.XXXI IJhat in reply to para IV.XXXI of the application 

it is jTtated that eff®rts were made to verify 

th«: actual wojcking days of the applicants, as

alleged by them from the different departments 

and dlvisi®^ of the f̂ orth Eastern Railway but 

it has b'*'«n fciind that the applicants have 

submitted forged copies <if certificates. Any- 

thing contrary f  above is denied,

IV.X5CXII Ihat in reply to para 2V.XJ0CII of the application 

it in stated that the facts were disclosed after 

publication ®f the panel by the screening 

Ccnrolttee, tha-t the applicants used £®rgejf 

and false certificate^ in respect *f their 

working as alleged,, at the time of screening

•  9 •



tesita«mGt|iit’S serious miscofi^Gt atid as stieh 

aftpllcaats caTi ttot be ^appointed ,1  ̂ the Railway ■

adfflifimtatiofl.' -teytliing' eotttriity to above, i n .  

'■i5̂ ,.iOC3Ciii. that 'ifcbe;'e©nt«ftt.s of; para ©f taievappltGa-

■' tton are î roftg heace denlsd*. Ip reply-thereto 

.' it iiS statei' that-the canmiss:i« ;̂ as- aile^ea- has

occar»d,":iy change# the ̂ bent^its ■ can. be ■ given

■apgiieaSfc,#;

,that the -of para^ |5?*,5QCX1V ©f t%& aplJlicatlGii

art tt©t admitted as alle^e*^ hence dei3ied|j,1te reply

theret© it  is  stated that a^ter the cim iia^lon 

. ©f the psiielt' the viri^icaitioiis

,' of >the.'|tat|W# Mit#9|it^Eatidit a:isd.

th^'reafter it #as Botina t̂han ^he anplicants h a ^

giv^. 'f ^ ^ d ' J , < l © p 4 f e s ■'■ ■ '' . .

ltir*:}SS2V' ■ ifeat ill .-reply'-to '

■it, is .^ ^ e d ' that the w © ^i^ ;; ̂ | p f ^

■ by the appifeaats at. the';*^fti "̂ if: '0 m m im

f # r f e ^ - . a t i d - - t h e s r t ^ r e  »  

b e i i H § - t i t t i i ^ i t ^ ^ e ' -■tow - t h e '- a i^ o iM ! ^ ^ 4 - _ l f t ''- ; € ^ , -

. ia y t h ih g v '< 3 4 l^ r a r # ^

'fhlt'':tte''«2̂ i f i t s : of para;l^i».^VI-©^.the -a^li-' , ' 

dati'on ■ are. :wot..; #^roitted" ^ ile f^ ' ■ 'hence

ill-'reply theret©'it is  ̂ ated- that -lio,-specific

■ ■c^emti are' recgiiir^ in -irtew ,■ i f ' the facts a n d

narrated
eireumstaftee^ih this couiiter reply#

««iT*
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:s:

V|.

i

1V*3Q^OT - ern^mtB '^  fa^a df 'th#

■ lies'!'w'eei^

■Ti>&-P ■ . ■ '̂
5^  the cM tfnts of-para §■ as^’ .f«Qii*i<as

'tajcttt- tslse^^ ft ib o lte ' .c<McoGt@di. m  ̂  ̂ ■

t!ios« afe i i^  stt'staln^l* tn of tovt^|!i?§|03e@ ,̂.tlse_.̂

afeo^- Tic^ei ■ap^ieaifet^fi M  d4sini^sei'th:#ai#- ^^

‘6^ , ' 0 ia.t 'th® #©i!te«is .#€ fara -6  .o€'*felie ^pliesto

'tida-’neea «#■ eomfn®iifcs,la; ®f aaa--isireyte^ance^

0 i ^  iM '«W,1# cmxi^t w©0fs:'-/' - ■' '. ■■■' “-■- ■

7 # ' '' ■ '■■'*iîat- the ’iisataftts; ♦€'para

■ ti# ' 60!»ieiit«- i«i v im  of the'faati..i«i^' #|^rogtai^(ls ■ ■ 

in liaira, 4 .©f this' eoaiit^t. fs :

ttefeheir' 'i#  ^.'secoii^^^ ^^ppcittoft.:'©! tĥ --

' fist" th«̂ '

: â - ^ . 'iKteW'.;the- ̂ ^

• It' th^t: a©e#:li^, defeifp-

f©r .aasr »eti0i-|iS' pri|^^*

■ -̂'’^ a t  the. «€i^te»fc»'-’taica t; ®f the

;ii-e«d tii0 ' -'

10, ;̂tliat; th e 'e o ftt^t i"^#  Farm 1® of' -the'a^licatlaB

me^ei a® c<wi,tne!its*

'M i' ihat t h e - a c w t ^ s  'd t ’paifa fl  ®f 'th« appllaatiots.

"12*' ■' fhat '̂the CGHteats of pafa i2 of the applieatioti

need so-eom^atg# ■.  ̂ C B.7 ^ ^

< -CSh^aft-S^arl 'fprt<i.cs| )

■ C ;

mwB



-0 12 #

VEElflCAflCM

h

%  :Behati-fbiid<§iiĵ .<i0 veirify that

feiie c©iitetits l,t©;f2. oi tlie:'apilieatldn,

® i ? e ' . t o  ifif p@rsd!ial' afld ierfvei iwm

t̂lie ^stisal^of official' .the Isfal

«»hi<2h ' ar@; l^ltev^d; t& ^  % ‘tue m  the basis 

■©f the legal advidc*

.'lJ®':»atter d  this replir is false sted a©thlttg

wat^tial'hiig :i»ee®'e6!ii^aied*
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0 HVA '̂1'iVN PAL

bNtCNO\- irsDlA

OF \3'Sy

A Pi- -\C>'- '̂' V

N O  C-i‘

*

EESSRVEB.

CSi'.TRAL TKLiiii;AL, AILAIIABAD

ReglstrgcioF D. ? ' + 7  of 1986.

A'(L

x:''

*• •Chatrs Pal & 8 others

Versu*.

Geneial Manager, X  Bail way 
Gorakhpu r & Others,

Eon.S.Zaheer liasan, V.C, 
l J 2 I k A j a x _ ^ h r l j _ ^ A ^ H ^ ____________

Applicants

,  ..• . . f v -  f S ' y } - ' : . ■ ‘

Regpind^ts.
: - y t  ■ j ,  .  ,,

' ■ '-Vi, '•" •'

(By ii)n. g,Zaheer Easan, V.C)

K

the A < ta ln lltra% ^^T il“ uw 1 * t  a n
M  and 8 others havfflLid thi\ petUlonT^; 
tion to tie opieslta paiid to .ieclde t L  
tatiot! of the applicants "iiied 8 iqR‘? »n/i 
toem to Class IV In acco;vi el '- th

a s : s.',2 * « t s . " ' " “ “ “

; \ c .  J f .X 'iis ; ; * ! ;  s s  a s ; ; . s s

yere approved for apiolDtoent a f  c la «

a^Sl ?oSd«^^ f̂tf“5 ?t1 f„1 Jfc^5 ™
were waiting for the appolntnil^?iStter"bJt®th®'’^i''"'*®
not received any a p p o lX ^t  1 Ptt^ »,!S V
hand the persons jm lor t f  Mr,
list were appointed. In this conrmptfnn
representation on S s .W i "  but “ ae »

v a J a n c ft h ^ L ^ h ^ w '” ’ In class IV
l“ l » i  ^  ^  “ St prepared

in 1563’in whllh'toe^ppiiUrnt.'lrf

o ^ ? « f  lertr?l?«fe“?"i-.

under whom they were >.ortHint;\nd“? £ “oortlnearer*"

fH>=TTrr
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produced at the time of screenltig were suIjsiBquently • 
found to be foiged and fake.' It was furtb#^ alt^ed ' \
in the Counter Affidavit that the appllcantj? lit ever 
\.oiked In the Loco Shed riid as such they were not 
given the appolntmenc and tiieî  wsre put to st;ilct 
proof of allegation wltlri i-'efc ?rd to the i^ctltiiat tliey 
have woilced In (Construe tlon). The applflci-ints 
are also require to shou tiieir o3lglnal;it/dik:!.ng 
certificate. The only point aigued Deforej^ffcwas 
as to whether the applicants’ name 
and they were not appointed because th^ilhail)sifcDltted 
forged and fake certificate. Ihe contentlori .̂of the 

X . applicants Is that the ris?pr«Jsentatlbn Wa#%
IfS;; ‘ post which wa$ received by the respbndeni6|iyi26,^85 

: >;> (Annexure-1). In  response to the represenliiiiiibn '
made by the petitioner he received a coaitoiyiieatlon 

X $1001 the office of Prime Minister dated4|3iMi^l98;5
k ' Tae letteie*- Sri Satja Pi«kash ^̂ alvlya ■

to the iPilway !>«. nlster also suggests that 5385- 
some complaints were made regarding seLBctlon^out 
of pa 11̂ 1. The applicants were never Infbini^S^at 
tbe certificates were foiged and fake. SA.tt-^s 

' f V’ contended that any finding regarding ftigery '
behltjd the back of the appliaaitf? is badfinllaw.

and tfae am>lidant.c
) ;• •

i s  I- ana 4  g

â lPtffig^ t^^£E-tc?3nt& were nevirTtSr^liHSt^thav

made a reprfl<;;flnffl.-''

a^t^nereaftel^ ss
JTsp^ed- of. accW ^ r ^ g ^ o i r ^  - v

■ . *■%

i -  . :  y Sii-

Bated the 2if sept. 1987,

tN Sd/- K . --V’
VtoeChaiinan Member ( 4 )

•  ̂Vi vtl- . ’ '.'•■I''

true copy

Sd/«
(afj. Dubey) '

Section Officer ,•
Central A^inl ̂ ratlv^ Trlbunai 

Ailahaba<  ̂ '

0  B

5I»sr;rT
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BEFORE THE GEKTKi  ̂ AEMINISTBATIVE TRIBUmi^pi^ 

LUCKNOW BENCH,
• If'KAU'fl® ■

4  li

«H»

Chhatra Pal & others • • • • •

In Re :

Applicants

Original- Application Mo.281 of 1989

Chhatra Pal and others

Union of India and others

• • • ••

Versus 

• • • ••

Applicants

Respondents

place b^»ore the
-  i

...... ...................

APPLICATIOM FOR GmPOMATI ON OF DILAY IN FILING 

REJOINDER AFFIDAVIT

The applicants most respectfully beg to submit as

r>«.

!• - . That as per M#P« No*774/99 which ^ag heard on 

29*6«99 the file came to me in the month of May in

which I file my power.

2 . That in thfes case R.A* was order to be filed by 

Hon'ble Tribunal within two weeks time from the date of 

order dated 29.6.1999.

3. That due to my old age and illness I could not 

file the Rejoinder Affidavit as ordered but filing 

before the date fixed for hearing i .e . 11.8.1999.

Therefore, it is most humbly prayed that the Hon'ble

Tribunal may be graciously pleased to condone the delay

in filing Rejoinder ^ d  to take the same on record of the 

Hon‘ ble Tribunal in the interest of justice.

LucJknOw

Dated ; Q  ,

(K.R. Ahirx !̂̂ ) Adwcat 
Counsel for the Applicants
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BglpBE THE ,HON«BLB CJHTRAL A M im ^ -RLTT̂ m 

mHJNAL LUCKHQW BMTGH, pntrHnyr

QmA. N0. 2fii

€S^

'05*

Chhatra Pal and others

Union of India & others

• • • • •  Applicant

Versus

• • • • •  Respondents

REJOINDER OK BEHALF OF THE APPT.Tf!AWT

I, Bairam Ji aged about 38 years, son of 

Sri Lallan, resident of village fiomara Damuman, 

Post Barhgoan, mstrict Gonda, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and state as under s-

That the deponent is the Applicant no,2 and 

he is fully conversant vdth the facts deposed to 

hereunder

1« That the contents of para no.i of Counter 

Affidavit are misguiding and misinterpreted hence 

denied and further stated that the a^licants 

were selected and empanelled for appointment as 

per the select list/Panel published on 18.4.1983. 

The Respondents are deliberately without any 

reason are avoiding to appoint the applicants 

inspite the vacancies are abailable. The Hon'ble 

Tribunal at Allahabad vide O.A. lo,747 of i986 

has decided the case in favour of the applicants 

even then the Respondoits are not.obeying the 

direction of the Ifon’ble Tribunal, hence the O.A. 

is very veil maintainable in the ends of justice.

2.
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2, That the contents of ^ r M 0 , 2  of the

Counter Affidavit needs no comments. ^

e

3, That the contents of para no,3 of the Counter 

Affidavit are denied in the manner that the matter 

was already discussed at the time of admission of 

the O.A* in 1989. The question of Res^udicata 

does not apply because the order of Hon'ble 

Tribunal dated 24.9.1937 disobeyed by the Respondents 

which has been explain vide para 4.19 of this 0#A. 

page 6,

4, That the contents of para no,4.i of Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and denied in the manner 

that the educational qualification are every where 

considered*

5, That the contents of para 4.2 of the Counter 

Affidavit are false and misguided hence denied in 

the manner that the applicants were selected and 

empenalled in 1983 by the duly constituted screening 

committee. The names of the applicants were 

included in the select list after examination, 

concerning certificates by the screening COfflialttee#

The names of ttie appllcont

Hana

I)
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2» That the contents of r̂a;."2n<3,2 of the

Ctounter Affidavit needs no comments*

V X

3# That the contents of para no, 3 of the Counter

Affidavit are denied in the manner that the matter 

was already discussed at the time of admission of 

the 0,A. in 1^9* The question of Ees^udicata 

does not apply because the order of Hon’ ble 

Tribunal dated 24.9.1987 disobeyed by the Respondents 

which has been explain vide para 4.19 of this 0«A« 

page 6«

4* That the contents of para no,4 .1  of Counter

Affidavit are not admitted and denied in the manner 

that the educational qualification are every where 

considered*

6* That the contents of para 4.2 of the Counter 

Affidavit are false and misguided hence denied in 

the manner that the applicants were selected and 

empenalled in 1983 by the duly constituted screening 

committee. The names of the applicants were 

included in the select list after examinatibn, 

concerning certificates'by the screening committee. 

The names of the applicant were sent by Divisional 

Bailway Manager (P) vide his letter No. E/227/ 

Screening/S/Hech., Loco/^ and P.83 dated 16.12.1985 

to the Deputy Chief Mechanical Engineer/VDrkshop 

for the appointment of the Applicant. The names of 

the applicants again were sent by D.B.M./lucknow to 

D.E.M./Izat Nagar vide his D.O. Letter No. E/227/ 

Screening/8/Mech. Loco dated 8.8.1986 for the 

appointment of the applicant. It is proved that 

from the date of selection and screening test i.e .

Gontd.«««*3«
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from 1933 to the date Counter Affidavit

„ , ^ v / ' '  ' ■ " "  ..........- - * *

the Hon'ble Tribunal as observed by theSon*ble 

Tribunal vide his judgement dated 24.9.1987. The 

Hon*ble Tribunal further observed that, “this 

finding of forgery was given behind the back of 

the applicant and they were not communicated* So 

this action of passing ex-parte finding is violative 

of the principles of natural justice. The authorities 

are directed to hear the applicants regarding the 

alleged charge of forgery and thereafter pass 

suitable orders".

6* ^hat the contents of para 4.3  of the Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and denied being misguided 

and mislead from the facts and stated in the manner 

that the Casual Labour Cards of the applicants 

were not doubtful, forged and fabricated since i978 

to 6.5.1991 on the basis of which the applicants 

were screened by a duly constituted screening 

G*̂i2i^tteej in which all the records were seen in 

original and other performance too, it is further 

stated in the report of Executive Engineer 

Coistruction) North Eastern Hailway Barauni report 

dated 6.6.1991 that the applicant Ko.i has been shawn 

that he has worked from 16.01.1975 to 15.7.1975 

whereas, as per report of the Executive Ehgineer, 

the department concern was establish in the year 1978 

only, but this reason was not given for the applicant 

no.i by Executive Engineer Barauni vide his letter 

dated 6.5.1991. In fact the applicant no.i has 

worked under P.W.l (Construction) Muzaffarpur from 

16.1.1978 to 30.6.1981 and under P.W.1 (Construction) 

N.E. Eailway Gorakhpur from 15 .7 .1^1  to 8.11.1982

whereas the report was asked from Executive Bigineer

Barauni even on 6.5.1991. The Executive Eigineer
. • . • • • •  • • • •
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Barauni has very clearly stated in his rep̂ ô .-dat'fê  ̂

6.5.1991 that no record aboat applicant no«i is 

available in this office. Hence the averments 

furnished vide para 4.3 of Counter Affidavit are 

itself forged, doubtful and fabricated vith the 

intention to mislead to the Hon'ble Tribunal. The 

report submitted by Executive Qigineer Barauni 

dated 6.6.1991 clearly reveals that the applicant 

H0.2 has submitted the forged certificates because the 

period shovffi in the certificate is of that time when 

the concerned department was not established. It is 

further stated vide para no.4.3 of Counter Affidavit 

that in respect of the Applicant no.2 it is stated 

that as per certificate submitted by him, there is 

no record available in the office concerned whereas 

the applicant no.2 has submitted the certificate 

issued J9y P.W.l Palia Kalan of Lucknow Division and 

report was asked from Executive Bagineer Barauni on

6.5.1991 that too which has been submitted at the 

time of Counter Affidavit to this 0.A, It is further 

stated that the department of B.C. Const ruction has 

not been established i .e . 1999 at Palia Kalan station 

in Mailani Gonda section of Lucknow Eivision. Hence 

the statement submitted here in regard to the 

applicant no.2 are also false, forged and fabricated 

with the intention to tense tho Hon*ble Tribunal 

against the applicant.

4.4 of the Counter7. That the contents of pari 

Affidavit are not admitted as ilot true. It is 

stated in the Manner that the jontents of Original

‘’y ’'Wch the 

ere made in viev of 

..............

recruitment of the applicants
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the rules mentioned herein.
c5 ̂

o

8* That the contents of para 4.5 of Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted being misguided and 

mislead by the opposite parties and explained in 

the manner that the certificate of the applicants 

were checked at the time of screentog committee 

duly constituted for the purpose and found correct and 

valid from all respect hence after being satisfied 

by the Gazetted officer of screening committee 

appointed with the approval of Dijdsional Railway 

Manager. It is further stated that the certificate 

never again checked from 3S.4.198B the date of 

declaration of result of screening committee, to

6,5.1991 letter issued by Executive Jhgineer Barauni 

Junction and the Executive Jhgineer also could not 

declare that the certificate of the applicants 

were false and forged#

9, That the contents of para 4.6 of Counter 

Affidavit needs no comments.

10. That the contents of pard no. 4.7 of the 

Counter Affidavit are not admitted and denied in 

reply it is stated that the applicants were called 

by screening committee for scre^ng test because 

the names along with their working days supported 

by certificates duly issued by competent authority. 

The working duly examined by screening committee 

during the course of screening ^ d  accordingly

the result of screening was pub 

of the D,B,M, competent to appr 

screening committee. There was;

lished with approval 

ove the result of 

no indication and

remarks furnished by the scree4ing committee that

, • • •• *6
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the result of screening will be subject to 

verification of working days of es.ch candidates or 

individual candidates which can b« perceive from the 

result of screening committee published. It is 

further stated that no verification was made by 

the Deputy Chief Engineer Constiucition Gorakhpur 

that the applicants have submitted false certificate 

as no such evidence is preferred ^fith their Counter

... j V - - '

It is further 

held on 1982 and the

uthority the 

this Panel on

On 16.12.1985 

o Deputy Chief 

their appointment/ 

of applicants

Affidavit by the opposite parties« 

clarified that tsask screening was 

absentee test in the month of Jani.ary, February and 

March, 1983 at Gorakhpur, Gonda, lucknow, Mailani, 

Kanpur, Anwarganj and absentee t^st at again at 

Lucknow Junction, The competent i 

D.B.m. has accord his approval to 

14.4.1983 and this panel was published vide D.B.M.

(P) Lucknow Junction letter No, E/227/Screg/8/Mech. 

(i.oco/M and P) 88 dated 18.4.1983. 

the names of applicants •were said 

Mechanical Bagineer Izat Nagar for 

absorption. On 8.8.1986 the names 

were again sent by the then D.R.MAncknow sri Anrudh 

Mittal vide his D.O, Letter No. E/!227/Scre/8/Mech,, 

Loco dated 8,8.1986 to SriS.D. Sh 

D.R.M/Izat Nagar, for the appointm 

applicants along with t h e B i e  Hbn'ble Tribunal 

JU-lahabad clearly mentioned in theî r judgement dated 

24.9.1987,that the applicants were never informed 

that the certificates were forged ?uid fake. So it 

was contended that any finding regarding forgery 

behind the baĉ t of the applicants j.s bad in law".

It is furtiher stated that vide lett er of Executive 

Engineer (Construction) North East€!rn Railway 

Barauni dated 6.5.1991 submitted ii| support of

Cont d . .  • • *7

arma the then 

ent of the
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Counter Affidavit is false itself 

record available because the appli 

some ^here ^se  and/Executive Eng 

no jurisdiction to verify the recor

11. That the contents of para 4

as t h ^  was no 

5ants have worked 

neer Barauni has 

ds of others.

,B of the Counter

Affidavit are not adod.tted and denj.ed. In reply it 

is submitted that without original certificates no 

name of any candidates included and published ina a 

select list ana Panel because the cnly working days 

certificates are the main basic record for selection 

of the candidates. It is further stated that the 

working certificates vere checked by the screening 

committee during the course of screening and every

officer and member of the duly con^ituted committee 

is individually responsible to chec 

certificates of each candidates and 

satisfied furnish the remakr on the 

available before them whether a can 

or not. After cQnpletion of screening the result 

was prepared and approved by the coiipetent authority 

the D.R.M. It is further stated fo;: 

of this Bon'ble Tribunal that in the result of 

screening committee finally published on 18»4«1983 

it was very clearly mentioned that 

necessary that the dates of birth ar 

should be rechecked by the dealing Election of 

Personal branch at the time of appointment.

k the working days 

after being 

result sheet 

didate is qualified

12. That the contents of para 4,g 

Affidavit are not admitted and denie 

and misguiding reply furnished. In 

it is stated that not yet it has be 

the certificates submitted by the a; 

fogged and fabricated.

the kind perusal

It is very 

d SC/ST C ^ ‘

of Counter 

d being false 

the manner

proved that 

ipplicants were

eh

••6
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13, That the contents of para 4,10 of the 

Counter Affidavit are denied in the manner that 

a letter for medical examination ;̂as issued to 

those candidates 'who are found suitable in a 

selection proceeding and screenink test conditeted 

by duly constituted committee for 

of selecting/screening.

the purpose

That the contents of para 4.11 of Counter 

Affidavit are denied being not admitted and 

replied in the manner that the in *lie  Tribunal 

Allahabad had decided the case and passed their 

judgement in favour of the applicant. The 

certificates submitted by the applicant before the 

screening committee where,there were properly 

checked by duly constituted comjaittee not as yet 

proved as forge and fabricated# 

portion of the judgement can b e

The operations 

perceived.

15. That the contents of paia 4.12 of Counter 

Affidavit not admitted in replj' it is stated that 

the case of the applicants weru so g enuine and 

correct as per law for which the representation 

made to all higher authority o 

Divisional Eailway Manager and 

of the Bailway concerned.

ver and above the 

General Manager

16. That the emteats of para 4,J3 sf ths

denied in the clroultofc 1

contents of o ,  “ “ " T

are a ,

stated that
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Prime Minister the General Manager of l^>1^^^^astern 

Bailway has decidedH^i^^tKe. meeting that the remaining 

Screened candidates will be observed in the workshDp 

Izatnagar for which a letter dated 27.5.1985 was 

issued by General Manager, N,B. Railway Gorakhpur to 

Deputy Chief Mechanical Engineer Shop Izat Nagar.

In complience the order of letter dated 27.5.1985 

Deputy Chief Engineer Shop Izat Nagar issued a 

letter dated 5.6.1985 to the Bespondent No.4 

requesting him to send the ligt of screaned panel 

who coald not be absorbed in Lucknow EiLvision.

It is further declared that the question of forge 

and false certificates was not raised as on 5*6.1985.

17. That the contents of para 4.14 of Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and denied in the manner 

that on the basis of letter dated 5.6.1985 issued 

by Deputy Chief Mechanical aigineer Shop, izat lagar 

the Respondent no.4 prepared a list of 62 screaned 

and empanelled candidates which was send to Izat 

Kagar Shop vide Respondent letter dated 16. 12.1985. 

At this sftage the question of false and forged 

certificate was not arise.

18. That the contents of para 4.15 of the Counter 

Affidavit are not correct and not admitted in the 

manner that the applicants and other who were sent 

to Izat Nagar for absorption returned there for want 

of vactmcies as could not be obserbed there.

of para 4.16 of the Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and denied in the manner 

that when the applicants could not be allo-wed by

,10
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Deputy Chief Engineer Shop izat Kagar, the General
....................... .................................................................^  ,

Manager Gorakhpur through a meeting again call 

all the Divisional Bailway Manager of N,E. Baii^^ay 

for absorption to the applicants. In the said 

meeting the Divisional Bail way Manager, Izat Nagar 

agreed to absorved the applicants along tdth list 

in his Izat Kagar Division, Therefore a D,0, 

letter dated 8.8.1986 was sent by D.B.M., Lucknow 

to D,B,M, Izat Nagar along with the list of 56 

Screened candidates. At this stage the question 

of false and forged certificate was not in the 

subject and quarries*

20* That the cc»itents of para 4.17 of the 

counter Affidavit are not admitted and denied

f^lse ^ d  misguided in the manner that ^om 

the date of the resul: of screening i .e . 18.4.1983

to the date of D.B.M., Lucknow D.O. letter dated

8.4.1986 no certificate of working found false and 

forged at any stage.

21. That the contents of para 4.i8 of Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and it is stated that 

it was Observed by the Hon'ble Tribunal, Allahabad 

while deciding the case dated 24.9.1987 ;dde para 

no.3 last sentence that “The applicants were never

informed that the certificates were forged and fake, 

so it was contained that any finding regarding forgery 

behind the ba^k of the appllaants is bad in law”.

The operation portion of the said judgement dated

24.9.1987 vide para no.4 is completely in favour 

of the applicants which clearly speaks that, "When 

the Counter Affidavit was filed they came to know 

that there was a charge of forgery and now they

• • • • • • • ll



V - 11- SfeCs Btilrr, '
rv

are denying the same. This finding of forgeyy vas

^ - ■  ' - - T .

given behind the back of the applicants and ClieV 

were not communicated* So this action of passing 

ex-parte finding is violative of principles of 

natural justice".

\ /  \.

22, That the contents of para 4,19 of Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and replied in the 

manner that the Hon’ ble Tribunal Allahabad while, 

deciding the 0,A, Ho, 747 of 1986 by the mvision 

Bench vide their judgement and order dated 24,9,1937 

had observed that “The applicants were never 

informed that the certificates were forged and fake.

So it was contended that any finding regarding 

forgery behind the back of the applicants is bad

in law". The Hon*ble Tribi^al further observed 

that, "This finding of forgery was given behind the 

back of the applicants and they were not communicated 

so this action of passing ex-parte finding is 

violative of the principles of natural justice.

The authorities are directed to hear the applicants

regarding the alleged charge of forgery and there-
/

after pass suitable order",

23. That the contents of para 4,20 of Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and denied. In this 

matter the fact has been produced in a circuitous 

manner to mislead and misguide the Hon*ble Tribunal, 

Hence the facts are stated here that Divisional 

Sailway Manager, N.E, Bailway, Lucknow written a 

letter dated 16,12,1986 to Deputy Chief Mechanical

Engineer Workshop Izat Nagar in reference his^____-

letter No, ------dated 5,6,1936 and dated 26,7,1985

I, • • • • • • 12
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vihich is annexed as ^e x a r e  lo. A-7  with the 

O.A, wherein it is stated in letter dated I6*i2.i985 

vide para no, 3 that the list of 62 screened and 

empanneled candidates were sent with full details. 

The certificates, certificate of Medic?! fitness 

are available in this office which will be sent to 

you on demand whenever will required* It can be 

very well perceived by this Hon‘ble Tribunal that 

all the presumptions pretext and quaries about the 

availability of the certificate and their genuiness 

are perverse and the statement about the certificate 

being fake forged and not available it s ^ f  a false 

and forged statement by the opposite parties. The 

certificates so submitted by the applicants^at no 

stage found forged and false even on demand from 

Executive aigineer (Construction) Bartini vide his 

letter dated 6.6.1991 which have been submitted by 

the Opposite parties in his Counter Affidavit to 

O.A, in question. Now at this stage the facts 

reveals that the certificates were available at 

the Opposite Parties at the time of screening test 

and uptO: 16. 12.1985 and again asking the testimonial 

which may cause to deteriment to the accused is 

violative the principle of natural ^justice of 

Article 20(3) of the Constitution of India. It is 

the s'3le responsibility of the Bespondent to prove 

the illegality against the accused.

24. That the contents of para 4.2i of Counter 

Affidavit are not accepted and denied in the manner 

that on the basis of the Judgement and order of 

the Hon’ble Tribunal Allahabad dated 24.9.1987 

applicants made a representation to D.R.M., lorth 

Eastern Bailway, Lucknow? Opposite party no.2

Gont d.
,13«
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dated 29.3« 1988 but no response ^as given neither
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the question of certificates has arose.

25* That the contents of para 4.28 of Counter

Affidavit are not acJmitted and denied in the 

manner that again on 8.8.1989 the applicant 

represented addressing to the Hon’ble Prime Minister 

copies endorsed to the %posite parties but no 

response was given by the Opposite Parties at this 

stage even on 8.8.1989 and the question of forged 

and false certificate did not arise.

26. That the contents of para 4.23 of Counter

Affidavit are not admitted being misguided and 

mislea(i to the Hon*ble Tribunal. The facts are 

stated here that the opposite parties fail to prove

that the certificates were false and forged 

before the Hon*ble Tribunal Allahabad,

27* That the contents of para 4.24 of Counter 

Affidavi'*  ̂ are not admitted and denied in the manner 

that the Hon*ble Tribunal Allahabad vide judgement 

and Order dated 24.9. 1987 directed the authorities 

to hear the applicants regarding the alleged charges of 

forgery and then after pass suitable order. But the 

authority fail to decide the case so far inspite of 

the reagons on records as they have made a commentment 

vide their letter,dated 16.12.1986 para 3 that the 

certificates and Medical Certificate are available 

in this office when will be demanded be sent.

28* That the contents of para 4.26 of the Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and denied in the manner

Cont d»»« e
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that the opposite parties wants to misguide and 

mislead the Hon'ble Tribunal* The facts produced here 

are that the opposite parties have already admitted 

that all the certificates are available with them*vide 

their letter dated 16*12*1986*
y

29* That the contents of para 4*26 of the Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted an<i it is reiterated that 

the contents of 0*A* are correct as admitted by the 

opposite parties vide their letter dated I6*i2*i985*

30* That the contents of para 4*27 of the Counter 

Affidavit are not accQ)ted and denied in the manner 

that the respondent have not yet proved that the 

certificates so produced by the applicants were false 

and forged* The reason thereby is that the opposite 

parties are not preserving any kind of documents 

and testimonial of any substitute/casual labour and 

these were destroyed by the Administration and 

opposite parties the reasons best known to th^* The 

copy of the order is annexed with this Be^oinder 

Annexure R-i,

3U That the contents of para 4*28 of the Counter

Affidavit are not dmitted and denied in the manner 

that no verification of certificates of the applicants 

wag done so far except by Executive aigineer Barauni 

dated 6*5*1991 which has been submitted by the 

opposite parties with the Counter Affidavit of this 

0*A* which are also false*

32, That the contents of para 4*29 and 4*30 of

counter Affidavit are not admitted and denied and 

stated in the manner that the all certificates and

Contd* •••15
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testimonials sutmitted by the applicants were checked"'̂

by the screening committee duly constitutedcfPa^^th|^^. 

purpose and there were found valid by the adminis­

tration which are incorporated by the authority 

concerned, not only this at the stage even today no 

records has been furnished by the Bespondent that 

these certificates are false and forged as no 

vigilence enquiry has been initiated so far in this 

regard. A case of same list of similar nature of 

same dispute in O.A, No,677 of 1892 has been decided 

on 14.9.1998. Copy of judgement ia annexed as

I

33. That the contents of para 4.31 of Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and denied. It is stated 

in this reply that the certificates and all testi­

monials were found correct before the screening 

committee and the same has been accepted Jjy the 

opposite parties while sending their name to Izat 

^  Nagar for there absorption. The question of false
[ ■ ■ ■ ■

and and faKe  ̂ certificates was not raised by the
I ’ -

Opposite parties from 18.4.1983 to the filing of 

Counter Affidavit in O.A. No.747/l986 decided on

24.9.1987 in the favour of the applicant. The 

certificates still today cannot be proved false by 

the opposite parties.

34. That the contents of para 4.32 of the Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and denied. In reply it 

is stated in the manner that as per the averments 

of opposite parties here it was contended that "the 

facts were disclosed after publication of the panel by 

the screening committee that the applicants used 

forged and false certificates, where as the panel was

approved by the 13Lvisional flallyay Manager competent

Contd...#.,.i6
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authority to approve the panel on 14. 4. 1983*̂ ,

P a n e l ;.a s  published  vide their letter  dated 1 8 . 4 . 1 9 8 ^

The Hst of 62 candidates were sent to Izat Nagar 

by D.H.M. (P) on 16.12.1985. The list of 56 candidates 

T̂ ere sent by D.O.Letter signed by D.S.M./Lucknoi. 

addressed to B.M.M./Izat Kagar vide the D.O, Letter 

dated 8*8# 1986. The D.O, letter was received in 

the office of D.R.M. Izat Nagar on 21.8.1986. sd the 

question of discloser of false and forged certificates 

by the screening committee after publication of

panel from where and when arrived and this fact was 

not produced on record anywhere so far.

35. That the contents of para 4.33 of Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and denied in the manner 

that the screening committee was constituted to 

examine all the pross and conse for the fitness of

the candidates which was done by the screening committee

and performed its entire responsibilities . The 

process of screening of the candidature was started 

from 1982 when in the test was held at Gorskhpur,

Gonda, Lucknow, Mailani, Kanpur, Anwargan  ̂ and the 

absentees list at Lucknow Junction Station in the 

month of January, February and Marchi983. Since 

then from 1982 to 1988 the o’rtnission was remained 

as omission nowhere it has been corrected in a legal 

manner. Therefore it is further denied that the 

C>;7*^ssion has occured by chance.

36. ^hat the ^Ontents of para 4.34 of Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and denied in the manner

that no verification made by the vigilence cell of

the Railway Administration so far because no 

modified l i ^  of screaned candidates î 'ere circulated#

............ 17
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What action taken by the ^gilence of the defaulter

officer of screening committee for selection 

forged candidates* No documents were submitted by 

the opposite parties in the whole mesne) from 1983 to 

1999 as yet. It is further clarified that the contents 

of 4.34 of the O.A. is sQme thing else and the reply 

by Counter Affidavit is Just contrary to mislead 

the Hon*ble Tribunal.

37* That the contents of para 4.35 of Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and denied in reply it is 

stated that the certificates given by the applicants 

were found correct and genuine on which basis the 

applicants were declared empanelled and screened.

The Bailway Administration send the names to Izat 

Kagar Division for their absQrption vide their letter 

dated 16.i2 .1985 and dated 8.8.1986 by the level of 

D.S.M. of Lucknow Division. It is further stated that 

the contents of para 4.35 of O.A. is something else and 

Ĵ eply in Counter Affidavit is ^ust contrary with the 

intension to misguide the Hon'ble Tribunal.

-V 38. That the contents of para 4.35 of Counter 

Affidavit are not admitted and denied. It is replied 

in the manner that the applicants are screened and 

empanelled candidates required to be appointed as per 

the seniority list of the screening list. As such 

circumstances and controvercies the General Manager,

N.E, B^lway ^orakhpur had issued D.O. Letter No. E/57/0 

(v) dated 1.5.1986 with the guide line that how and 

by whom the vacancies will be filled up. The copy of 

letter is annexed as Annexure no« B- 3  with this 

Bejoinder.

Contd..*..lS
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39» That the contents of para 4.37 of Counter

ilffidavit needs no comments.

40* That the contents of para no,5 of (Counter

Affidavit are not admitted and denied and stated 

that under the facts and circumstances stated vide 

para no.4 of Be^oinder the applicants to be posted 

at their turn*

41. That the contents of para 6 of Counter

Affidavit are denied and the contents of O.A. are 

reiterated.

42. That the contents of para 7 of Counter

Affidavit are not admitted and denied the contents of 

para 7 of O.A. are reiterated.

43* That the contents of para 8 of the Counter 

Affidavit are denied and stated the contents of O.A. 

of para 8 are reiterated.

44. That the contents of para 9 of the Counter

Affidavit needs no comments.

45. That the gontents of para lO of the Counter

Affidavit needs no comments.

46. That the contents of para n  of Counter

Affidavit needs no comments.

47. That the contents of para 12 of Counter 

Affidavit needs no comments.

Lucknow 

Dated :

Balram Ji

.19
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................ ‘ ■■ ■ ' ■ ........  ■ ......... . ■

hereby verify that the contents 

of paragraphs 1 to 47 of the Be;]oinder Affida^ait are 

true to my personal knowledge and derived from the 

perusal of official records, except that legal

averments which are believed to be true on the basis 

of the legal advice,

No matter of the Eejoinder is false and 

nothing material has been concealed.

Lucknow

Dated:

Through:

Balram Ji

(K.R.Ahirwar) 
Advocate 

counsel for the Applicants
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i Lucknow WUs the day of Scpt.,9R.

0.A, No. 577 of 1992

i!L>N,f. Ml<' B.C. VERMA. A

1. Itan, nux Singh so., of Shynn- Dchnrl Sli^h, resident of

villiigo nutt Nagar, Post Bargaon, District Concla. ^  ’

2. Inswar Decn son of Sri Rajn Uis 
R/0 same as applipant No. 1

3. Bhagwan Deen son of Sri Raia Das, R/o sane as applicants 1 , 2.

1 ^ 4 - "  Singh, resident of villa,*.

?{Ki >

Post Uneri, Begamganj, District Gonda. f I ‘.J't.) . „Mi-

5.' Ram sa, of ,-her resident of Dutt Nagar, Post

Bargaon District Gonda.

’e. Riim Anuj non of BindoRliwnrl

7. Deen.llath siixjh son of Ganga Prasad

■' Applicants 6 and 7 r/o same as applicant No. 5

. ^ Applicants.

By Mvocate Shri s.p. Tripathi.

VtilSuS

1- union of India through Gen,^al manager, N.E. eail«ay,

Gorakhpur, u.P.

2;; Divisional Railway Manager. n f  R.n‘ciger, n.E. Railway, Ashok Marq,
Lucknav.

Respondents,
f^ B y |  Mvocate Shri Sidharth Ver™.

O R D E R

I  O .A .,clai^

: P ~ t  onthe t«sis. Of t.e screening , stained in

-neflts Of

“ ■ r  " " i ^ ^ " t - l a i .  is that they 
J  casual l a l ^  ^

Y  effect ,r„„

I by a co,.ittee cc^rlsi.,g of 3 officers ap^inted ^

respondent No. 2, i.e. d .r .m . n .E. ĵ iiv;ay. result of

published in 198̂ ' fanri<-.
1983 (Annexure-1 to the O.A.). All the 7

applicants inthis list are as helcw:

..i
I

I \
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AjiplicAnt N̂i. Hiinf' ' SI. 'No. '

1. IU\iM !)iix Sltigh ■ ,212

2. iBtivJuixlin
, . ^ r

*

3. Wiawaiidin 310

1

Raj Eiohadur Singli ' 342 '
i

, ,:'5. Atma R/\in 370
f'. .

: lUiin Anuj 372
1
i 7. Docno Nath Singh 437

: 2.
. 1 '

As per the O.A., the applicants were also found fit

Badshah Nagar, Luckncw. On 16.12.85, the Divisional Railvray,

, Manager sent a letter to the Dy. Chief Mechanical Engineer,. 

Izatnagar with a list of 62 candiciates, includijig the 7 

applicants for absorption because there was vacancy of class IV 

service at Izatnagar. TVie names of 7 applicants appeared in the
4

said list (copy Annexure-2). As the applicants were not absorbed

at Izatnagar, vide letter dated 8.8.86lAnnexure-3), the D.R.M.

UickncM wrote to D.R.M. Izatnagar with list of 56 candidates

including 7 applicants. The applicants v«re not spfointai. Soie

of the juniors tothe applicants v«re qiven appointment (as per

 ̂ annexures 4,5,6and 7). It has also alleged that even sc™

outsides *ose na™.s «re not in the screening list, «re also 

aH»inted to v«rk as QH*ars fra., Annexure-C.

3. 1.0 respondents, cse is that those v*o «orK«i as casual

in tho cu,-,e eonsuuction of Oivi.ion, a

~ ,  ust ~  on 1..SS and . s '  p^lUhea on

2  -  -  -struction . r .  is al.,s  te^rarv in'nature

is done in ,e,ular depart..^,. 

nbsorption, snrou\ucj in An tho

‘-IPPHC-Ûts v̂ ro r.cre<n,od, a. f3or H n  A,
i, .  ̂ Annoxuro-1. Sul.sequPntlvIt was found -'*i:-iy,

certificate Of «,rHnJ', false/forged

. . .  ^  - -  ii.ici in tJio yoar iqR"i  ̂ • 
frcr, casual Ca,,=la,nts «.re received

“ =“ 1 labours, wf,o had actually

department seized the rel ’ ''igilance

the year 1983 '
- --fore, , dis^tC.
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respondonts, tho cnsunl InJjcxirn w!io tu'wl boon working in the 

depnrtaiKnt, were allcwt?d to work, but others, even tliose, whose 

hnmcs including the a{>pllcant were in tho screening list 

1983, were not given engagatent. ✓■

4. Hoard VJiP lonrnrxl counRcl for tlie parties and perused the 

plcadincjs on rcxx)rd. Tlie Vigilance enquiry, in respect of the 

screening held in the year 1983,has not been conpleted so feu:- fs 
per the recital rnade in the Supplranontary counter reply the 

result of tho Vigilance enquiry is still awaited.' 'Mius, it is
i

1

not kncvm, when the result ofUie enquiry would see the light 

ofthe day. llie Screening list of 1983 (Annexure-1) has not been 

cancelled so far. Sotie of tlje candidates, whose names are in the 

; list, are still wDrking. ihe applicants have, with their 

: supplanentary affidavit annexed a list of 20 candidates
4

(Annexure-7) whose serial numbers, as per screening list

Annexure-1 is also given. Tliat sliows. that these 20 persons who

are junior to one or other applicants of the present O .A ., have

been allcwed to vrork and are still working. Annexure 7 shows 
and

.that 'lUloiramj/Raj Kuticr, wtio stood at rerial Nos. 262 and 311 

respectively, in tJie screening list (Annexure-1) were engaged in 

. Ab per Aiuieure 7 to the O.A., similar oUior juniors were 

eigngocJ on various subsequent dates, ihe respondents case

I

r '.y

L987,

(^1  ' Wi screonlncj list (Annoxure-1) was not operated and

^  ^ those wtio wore working, wore allcxvcd to work appears to be

 ̂ correct, as per the docuicnts on record.

5. As the enquiry is still not ca.plete, it cannot be said 

tlvU the present a{7plicants l^ve canidtted any fraud or produced 

f..tg..l vaukiiKj cMUflcnlor.. f.lmi In, w,,uh1 I,- cnR« wiU>Uio 

juniors in the screening list (Annexure-1) wtio have been allowed 

to vŝ rk nf. thoir case is nl.o u.Klor vigilance en^juiry. mthe 

circ.a.tmK:on. it. v,>nhl ho unJ.vlic:lour. to oxcludo tho applicants/ 

frcn engacjojiont and w^uld discrijiu nato against those wtiose names 

oî ix-.nr in tho r.cr(‘<-nin̂ j 1 int (AnM--uro-l) subr.oĉ uont to the 

applicant/(s).

6. Ihe loan.fxl couj.sol for the respondents has also subTutted

that tlie present O.A. is torrod by linitatioti. I find tliat the 

present O.A. is not at all Uirrcd hy limitation. Ihe O.A. was

il.
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' " « -  . . . .  . . . . . . . .  „ , .  * 1"  ” -•■
still working. ’ to 7^,nd juniors are

^  • » «  i.r ^

in support of h ,o .  docunent
ot the same, though the a.;c=o^^

-  -  a " .  • ; r "

respondents' case is that =®P°"*nts. But the

"Ot been o*.ratc, ' "  T "
°t*rat«l, none ancngstihe Hst h ,. k„

8- in V i ,, cf ti,o .. “  "  "9 u l« ia e d .
"5 disajssiona rwde above, It Ic „

«11 the applicants would h» directddthat

o^ their S i  in
their s«.iority and «>uld cc^tinue to « r .  t i i r n

4- ^ xs available and junior to any of the , ■

k in g . It is ho*. =iS>licants is
J  ■y IS hoover, made clear thdtas oer

riu n n ce  nxjuirv h  .  «>eJVI 0.e depart,„=1,t would be fre. .

Topriate action.V  V   ̂ ,/>y'-^riate action.

■ I
«  t>̂ r directions above. Costs easy.

lAicknow;n)kitfx]:

Shnkeel/

'H . <n MmBER(J)

■n

f\

• iicaai 

JdlcUl bcciu'. 
G. k. 1 .

' ITPKIBnV

V, S

: V
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y ‘**'2rf57uu5te, /

My dear
a./ I •

i' h

(«11 - WWa/E^trVUivl. O f * i « „ ,

e™Eh43is^Sn^“ r I^^ lh «c S c e "\ o 't^  “ •" •  '’»» laid 

2 ?  '̂>

 ̂:: : ipSiSi?'
; : /  . ■ ' ■ P^J^-onal oppioval i s  im i^ t c iv  H

.;; i<*?)i ; - Vido 0^ niAo'H. ■ / ^ r ;  «ltalr.<,t«3.
• • j n ^  f  JX r u j jy  9 / J 0 .Q .0 4  (copy

i' • : v a o in c l^ s  Bho^ld i  th a t

V .. K l l i } B f c f f e £ 2 M j n 3 ? r * = W
'  V - ?■ I 3rS-HrIcEri?‘-rsh*:a!'‘ '■'''•““ ■'’̂ ''■^■^R5="-ln3Efyi^„

I'.,- »T*Kẑ  . . .

(<i)i
ve

. ^nctlon^d strength of swff 

V 5 7 / l / p t . I I / I V  J t .  3 . 4 .n 9 T o f f ic e  l e t t e r  K'

Conti 1 % •» 2/  ••
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.

ewure c<«,,ttianee of «-o

I

"“fours sincfc;rely, 
^ • ’ i»

Shri_ - _ _ _

^~^-ftairway7“---- ------
___________

(a c ,■ *\.A. s»ou|vta)

D^Aa ibwo.

Copy, to  a l i  a..a<; ,,f  IX., .,rtjnent» f
Copy to «ii

ntCfssiry ictt./n. ” ' infoim.itlun and
f

» 'T. Sc .
___ r K ^  (^*i>,uupta)

o n . o. p . , . .

i,—  rece nt; checv m

S E S ^ e ; ;  ; “ s -

= • In  t iv . x „ f f i ,  ^
numuer of substitutes l^''''Wcui ,n y  t «,

W : s

«o  ' u . t  .h '^ 2  _n.. , ^

na thoso St .ff r-.« f'^rsonnei De --,r̂
® î->artment* cm pe charti*ad

I j«u an., passed

StVr
:-t̂ -giiriiram)

-••M unxy
^y the Ac

:̂ - -'■' ,p: 
1) Copy t 
2 ) [Copy t

«o.VS7/0(v- C.9/10.0.U4.
i></.

(o.Hari.rain)
ti.M.
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^ . T
befoee the cenirai. luokmow

Chatra Pal and others

Union of India & others

• • • • •

Versus

• • • •«

In Be :

O.A, Ko. 281 of 1989.

founts

Bespondents

r
\

AmjjiftTjoxFQB. i .ic;qbpqratiqn of amei^̂dmekps, filing

OF ADDITIOm.L PAHTIEfi ETC.

UNDER BULE 34/OF ADMINI^mTIVE TRIsmL ACT , 19&S.

1, That I Balram Ji aged about 38 years son of Sri 

Lallan, resident of village &emara Danuman, PostB^li|gan' 

District Gonda, am one of the applicant in the above 

0,A. No .281/89.

2 . That the applicant engaged Sri E,C. Sf.xena ss an 

Advocate in the aforesaid 0*A* which ^as filed in 1989*

3« ^hat the Counter Reply has been submitted by the 

’Opposite parties much earlier but the Rejoinder Gould 

hot be submitted by Sri R,C, Saxena upto the end of 

Mar-ch, 1999.

4« That the Applicant requested hli Adcovate to file

the Rejoinder so that his case may‘be decided earlier 

with the instance that the O.A, No.577 of 1992 has been 

filed on 1992 has been decided on 14.9.1998 \̂ hich was 

similar nature and similar caus^ of action#

5 , That the applicants Advocate Sri R.C‘. Saxena

returned his case file't^ittout any objection and refused 

to proceed further with his case the reason not knovjn to 

me» I --

Contd.*,,**2
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6. That the applicant under th’.
Cscaofmi _

another Advocate whose WakalatniS'Sy^g^se'd her'SSth 

this application.

7« That the following 8 persons who are effected >jith

the same cause of action want to be included in the list 

of applicant as applicant along with the applicant in 

the aforesaid 0,A,

(i) Sri

(ii) Sri

(iii) Sri

(iv) Sri

(v) Sri

(vi) Sri

(vii) Sri

(viii)sri

Vinod Kumar son of Bam Gopal,

Earn Surat son of Kamta,

Harish Chandra son of Ram Das, 

.iiShok Kumar son of 8hyam Behari. 

Druw Ghand son of Sheo Pujan* 

Bama Shankar son of Bans Baj, 

Hiraday Narain son of Chandra Deo, 

Shy am Manohar son of Eam Dhiraj.

8« ^at  the applicant has no objection but willing 

that they may be included as party with the applicants in 

the interest of justice. ’

P B A Y E B

Wherefore it is prayed that the Bbn'ble Tribunal may 

pleaded be to allow the amendment for addition of the 

psKsooas afopresaid names in the list of applicant as party 

along with the applicant in the interest of natural justice

Lucknow 

Dated t

Applicant 

(Bai Bam Ji)
'VSRIFIGATIQW 

the above named'applicant/deponent do hereby 

verify that the contents of para i to 8 of the application 

are true to my own knowledge. No part of it is false and

_____Q l.

Applicant/Deponent

nothing has been concealed in it. 

Lucknow 

Dated :



V a k a l a t n a m a  

In the- Hfln'blo High Court of M M urfcJTw % aj|i|feji#:.::„
(iU C K W6W  DCWCII) 1 :UCKWX)W . ^

C E N T R A L  A D M I N I S T R A T I V E  T R I B U N A p

(Lucknow Bench): LucJco^

I

VERSUS
QohxDti. . r . ^*2/^ iow^eo^i^

Writ-P&tition-N o. Q . / ^  H~t>  - ^  \ of 19 8  ^

I/We the undersigned do hereby nominate and appoint Shrif K i K *  

Advocate,

)cu.

High Court,

Advocate to

be counsel in the above matter and for me / us and on my / our behalf to appear, plead act and answer in 
the above Court or any appellate Court or any Court to which the business is transfered in the above matter 

jllU jjld  to sign and file petitions, statements accounts, exhibits, compromises or'other documents whatsoever, " 
connection with the said matter arising there from, and also to apply for and receive all documents or 

copies of documents, depositions, etc. and to apply for issue of summons and other writs or subpoena and 
to apply for and get issued any arrest, attachment' or other execution warrant or order and to conduct any 
proceeding that may arise thereout and to apply for and receive payment of any or all sums or submit the 
above matter to arbitration.

'

I ' Provided. ho\\ever, that, if any part of the Advocate's fee remains unpaid before the first hearing of
the case or if any heanng of the case be fixed beyond the limits of the town, then, and in such an event my/ 
our said advocate shall not be bound to appear before the court and if my / our said advocate do appear 
in the said case he shall be entitled to an outstation fee and other expenses of travelling, lodging, etc. 
Provided ALSO  that if the case be dismissed by default, or if it be proceeded ex parte, the said advocate(s) 
shall not be held responsible for the same. And all whatever my/our said advocate(s) shall lawfully do I /we
do here by agree to and shall in future ratify and confirm.

3- .....................................—Advocate

Signature of Client-

.....

^ .......
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Result of screening of casual lab 
of Mechanical .“)ept. )Loco) x I.;anagin 
Branches 1982-83^ - LJIT Division. N1

ai'jou
.a3:i£:̂ iig

As a BBsult of the screening of the casual 
substitutes of I'.ec’-anical ::iept. (Loco) a::x.
Personnel branches held at C-oraJrh ^ur, :’-onda, I,uc>; .ow, 
I-iailpii, Iranpur Anwargsmg and abs^iteeii t :st zi lyZlT~ 
ih tK e  n)̂ nTF-̂ )̂ “̂Tan7; '?eb. , & i.?rch, 1 9 0 3 , the following 
candidate's have been delcarec’ suitable for recruitr.ent 
■t^ths class^ F / Gervice“ ^l;ech._^ Dept

It is very necessary thsit the dates of birth and CC/3T 
certificates should be rec'.ecked by the dealiiig sectior 
of Personnel Branch at the ti-.e of a-^point .:.~t, completion 
of service records 'iiid initial aedicai ertaMinatior^ etc. 
and, other procedures laid dovm in Sstt. Occes in this 
regard. '

The competent authority (:z::h) has been pleased to accord 
hxs approval to this panel on 1 4 . 4 . 8 3 .

List .'.M  G-eneral Candidates .

I'saraile 
labir Ali 
Gita Ram 
riisri Lal"^

6 4 Sheo ?̂ a j
7 ♦ lldai Ra.i8 
o

2.
3.
4.
5.

Ashok Zumar
FarrnesTiv/ari 

10. idris ^
11 . : :ularo ̂  ■
12. Sohraty/^
13. 3ali’-ari Prasad*/^
14.
15.

Ran Prasad 
Ghyar.i Lai 

16 . G4-X''idhari ^
1 7. Duichi

G'-eo Tahal-^ 
kani Ram 
Fati tRaj 
Rustom 
Har:: Jatan 
I'larain Prasad

18.

19.
2 0 . 
.21 . 
22. 
23.
24. ITarendra Kua?.r 
25 . ilarJney Gingh 
2,5 . Ram liilan
27. iliaz Ahmad
28. Griniv/as "Tadav 
29 3rij Lai 
30. Radhey Shyan; ”

3uber Ahrnad ;:Oian 
.Tekori Lai 
Chu-'u-̂ i Lai 
Dhruv r;aj 
Adesh Ghuk-ia ^
G' eo : ujan Shulcla^  ̂

j> /. Gar’.iullah ?,uerishi
38. Gheo Gopal G ingh
39. Ayodhya Prasad
40. Giikhdeo G'larma

“ ‘ - Total service
. . ?ather's >.-iarae 

';6-aiii.....
DC 3. on 

" 5'.lV.47
30.6.1981 .

5GG2
, ':uasiin 1 .1 .44 3624
Azmer Ali 3 1 .12..-50 3402
3adri 7 . 7 . 5 2 3354
Chandril:a 21 .2 .52 3323
\'T! Asrey • 1 .7i52 3323

Piyarey 3.5.52 3293 ^
Pr-. y.2.5? 3287 mM
l ai-hcre Prasad 1 5 .5 . 4o 3180
Rah-at Ali 3 . S . 49 3112
R-g "^rasad 12.7.45 3099
jihari 3 1 . 12.51 3035
Gidhoo 
I'ahesh •

15 .10.54 29^9
19.10.49 2951

P.a ~ L 3.I 27 .6 .48 2932
Tolai 10.11.52 - 2869
i-an-̂-al 1.1 .50 2865
Adharey 22.1 .48- 2844
Rar-ne shwar 1.1 .48 2815
RaKj ee ■ 1 .10.53 2814
r-Iasnu 30.^ . -6 2784

, land Lai 30.2.52 2V47
Ravn Rat an 16.5.52" 2559
."ur^a Prasad 2.5 .55 2493
Ran Akshaybar Gi 1.12.50 2240
Jhagroo 7.5 .54 2135
Jfassan Yaar 1.7.55 1836
..-S' ; /-'dharey 1.4.55 1801
Zhedoo 3 . 7.4 9 1758
Rans Abhilash 1.7.52 1 734

, I- azood Ahi.-ad IQia:-:..1.5.50 1729
Jha'.:oo Psrasad 1 5 . 5 . 5 4 1721
r'a’-'.adeo 1 5 . 4 . 5 3 1 71 4
.Ra;a Gopal 11.4.55 1714

r
R.II.GhTikla , 21 .2 .57 1706
Achalji
Chhodi Querishi

1 .1 .53
10.1.53

17C0
1582

Ra’̂  3arai Giî ^̂ h 1C .1 .54 1682
i:ahaj-n Prasad 2.7 .48 1582

V T  ■
1 0 . 7 .5 2 ■ 1542

(contiiivGd)
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103.
104. 
105'. 
106. 
107. 

'108.

109 .
110. 
111 . 
112.

113.
114.
115. 
■116;
117.
118. 

IIS. 
120. 
121 . 
122.

123.
124. 
125 . 
126.
127.
128.
129.
130. 
131 .
132.
133.
134.
135.
136.
137.
138.
139.
140.
141 .

142.
143.
144.
145.
146.
147.
148.
149 .

150. 
t5l .
152.
153.
154. 
‘155. 
156. 
157. 
158,.
159.
160.

Mohd, Sayed Siddiquiir^ 

Jagdeo S ingh  

N a z ir  K h a n ^

Chhotak

Satya  Narayan. Yadav 

S ib  ghat u l  lah  

Ashok Kuinar 

Rajendra  P r a s a ^

A l i  Mohamoad 

Ram Chandra 

V ,.P .M ani T r ip a t h i  ; 

Radhey Shyan Shnkla  

Mohd. 'K a r i o u ^ a h  

Mohd i Amin 

 ̂N azeer  /ihmad 

Ram S a jan  

Orakar Nath  

Akbar A l i  

Indrabhan  S ingh  

Ram Shanker S ingh  

Mahabir Pd .

A l i  H u ssa in  

Sripat Chowdhury 

Sakai Deep Ram 

Kara Kishiin M isra  

Marendra Prasad 

R a iz  Ahmad 

Jabbar  Shakoqr A l i  

Balram  L a i  S r iv a sta v a  

Ud'ai Shanker T ew ari 

PanchaHan

R a ja  Rarj Upadhyaya . 

J .M .S a w so n  

Mohd. A z iz  

Rea Pheran 

Abdul ¥aheed 

Baram Deo Prasad 

Gulam N abi 

Rarajee I

J a l e e l •Ahmad Fateh  Mohd 

Thakur Prasad 

Syed S a b i i^ \ l i  

Panchara

Jagadamba Prasr 

L a lt a  Prasad 

L a it a  - 

R aja  Ram 

Ramjeet Sharraa 

Ran Chandra Sharrna 

Ayodhya '
Nanhey

Subhash Chandra O jh a ' 

S ibbot L a i  

Surya Nar'ayan 

Shatrughan Sinha  

Mohd. } I a s ± m  Khan 

Ram Nev/aj 

Abdul R ah ia  Khan

■as^

-:3:~

Bans Raj 1 .6 .5 7  1444
Nanhit Ram 5 .1 .5 9  1444
Mohd, Ismail 8 4 7 .57  1444
Pratap Bahadur I^ingh 5 .10.55 1444 
Imam Ali 2 3 .1 1 .5 7 ^  ,1 4 4 4
Nazir Khan 20 .4 .5S  .1444
Sampat Yadav 1*1*54 1444
liohd. Niyamantullah 1 .6 ,5 7  1438 
Munna Lai 15 .7 .56
Ramanand 1*2,59-
Ibrahim 1 .7 .55

•Gulab 1.10 5 9
C.B.Mani Tripathi 10 .3 ,53  

'Kali Pd. Shukla 1 .1 .56 
Azimullah 5»6,57’
Inayatullali 9 .12 .50
Basheer Ahmad 1 .3 .56  
U inrao 15 • 6 . 5 4
Kedar Nath 2 ;1 ;55

15*3:55 
1. 4:56 
1 .1 .5 9  
1 .5 .5 3  
4 .7 .5 7  
1 .1.52 
1 :6*53
4 i3 .5 5

Barket 
Bansidhar 
C.P.Singh 
Jokhan Ram 
Ro shan,
Baleshwar 
Hari Ran 
Rekha Misra 
Eadri Prasad 5 411.56 
Mumtaz 1*7.53
Ghakoor A1i 8 ̂  8.56 
R*S.Lal 6 : 7 .5 8
^JJ^ev/ari 20.1'2 .5 2' 

•C.B.Upadhyaya 1 .1 .57  
R . R .XTpadhyaya 10,1 .5 7 
3. E ,‘S'awson 28 .10 ,53  
Mohd. Zahher Shah 7«6 * 5 9 
Sukli Ram 1 .1 .5 4
Sxikrullah 1 .9 .5  3 ’
Sohrat Pd.

. Jucnian 
Gajraj 
Fateh Mohd. 
Iliinkau 
Sabir Ali 
Ahc rwa Deen

1 .8 .54  
6 .11 .59
7 .7 .53
1 .7 .53  
25 .1'2.56 
3 .2 .58  
3 .1 .44 '

Atibal Singh 16 ,8 .58

Ta>rby 1-2 .1 .49
Junnoo 1 .1 .45
Data Deen 27 .9 .56
She o ?uj an 26 .4 .5  6
liahadeo . 1i5.56
Hitayi 6 .6 .39
Karam Ali 3.2 .51
Jagdish Ojha 1 .7 .5 4
Bachoo Lai 12 ,6 ,55
Mata Prasad 15 .7 .56
Zeladar Singh 30,7,55 
Hanif Khan T.7,,58
Ram Kumar Singh 3\7»36 
Azirjullah Khan r: 3 .10.60

1438 
1437 
1437 
1433 
1430 
1430 
1429 
1424 
1424
1424
1424 
1423 
1423 
1423 
1420 
1417
1411 
1411 
1411 
1411 
1411 
1404 

-1400
1406"
1400
1400/
1400'- 
1399̂
1395
1395
1394
1394
1394
1385
1385
1381
1380
1366
1366
1361
1358
1334
1330
1330
1320
1320 
1320 
1308 
1308 , 1308  
1308 
130s

( contd .)
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i^r.jjab Ali Rasool Ahnad 15 , . 0 w 1070
223 . Ved Prakash Tripathi Akhilanand Tripathi 7 .1 .57 1058
224. Jeet Bahadur Hraj Lai 7 .1  .57 1058

2̂ i5 Asha Pv£.n ’■̂ erma Hari Pd. Verna 8.2  .58 1057

2 .̂6 . On Prakash , Ran Svaroar* i 0 . 1,2 .59' 1057
227. Ram i3.abu Sukh Ran • 1C ,8 .59 1057
2 2 0 . .Rajendr.a Prasad . Ran Akshaybar U.11 .57 1049

229. ilam Hath Misra ,Ran Adhar Misra 1 ,10.46 •997
230., Kirinal Kunirir Sharma . Sheo Daras Sharna 3 .4 .62 997
231 . Mohd.. Sher Khsr̂  , Al-J':., ;d . Sher ?Ihan 3 .3 .5 4  • 986
2 3 2 . .Nagendra Kurn.a:.:- Laxni Prasad 1 .7 .53 912
O<-1^0 • S idd ique Ahinad Shab ir Ahnad 10,.7 57 912 <1
2 5 4 .Rar.’ Hsrayan ?aya.rai .'.^3 ,53 911
2 3 5 : Ganga Ram 3a-j Nath r.1 .59 911
2 3 6 . Eomal Prasad , lihagwan Dass 5 .9 .5 8 911
-j3T. Ran Laut Ra:n 'v ila's 1 .8 .47 911
2 3 8 . Mahant Lai Ran Dhani 12 .10 .57 911
239. Ran Nar4sh Ran Ujagar 20,1 .59 908
240. Ran Surat Pandey B .a chhan P and oy 1 .1 .55 906
1J41 . Anil Kr. ^axena •R.S.Saxena ' 1 6 ,8 ,5 8 864
'•42. ■Talaq Iqbalf^ Iqbal Mohd. 1 2 , 8.56 787
:-43. Ehalil Ahnad Abdtil Khaliqie 10 ,3 .58 7S1

'>^4. Nand Kishore Chowbey Surya .Narai.i Chowbey 1 .9 .59 781
lasin Hussain Ilashni 3ZH Kashni 9.7 .55 781

■' 46 - iJazir Hussain Sajeed Hussain 1 .6.56 750
Deep Kuniarr^ --rayag Narain 2,8 ,61 739
■Gulz'ar,.^ Buihoo 1 7 . 7,5 5 739

-v'' ̂ 3abu Lai Yadav Kanta Yadav 1 7 , 0.56 739
< , V Haviildira Er. Misra G.D.Misra 18,11 .61 739
 ̂■ L3 - Gii'idhari Singh , 

Me hd . ' A 2: i f R i z'vl-r
Narilcau 4 ,2 .59 739

, .̂ .Mohd . Nazir Rizvi 5 . 8 ,,4.9 737 _
■'■■ . y ' K.':;nal Shâ l̂ce,r Awasthi ♦ K ̂ ii*^Vasthi t,T2.55 704'

r-l ano ranj an P ra s ad Ja1e shwar Pd. 21 . 1.62  • 704' /
Ran Bn>,adur Singh Jang Bahadur 13-':’ .59 704

2h5. Ran Adharey Yadav Pardeshi YadaV r .1 .58 704
Hand Kishore Singh Ja t a Shanker S in H , 3 -i •5 i 704

r ■>w ,i  ̂• Mohd. Islan Mohd. Ghosi 10 .9 .57 704
2:-!9. Jangi Lai Asharfi Lai 1 2 , i .53 704
2f 0 . Devi Sarnn Brihaspati 1 .,11 ,51 704
 ̂' ■ 'i Mata Prasad Ra-'i. IChelav/an 1 .5 ,57 704

262. Tulsi Rani jJanodar -3.50. 704
e53. Ran N ayari Ran Achal ; .7->4 ■ 703
::64. Ran Deen ■■SharJcer 4.5 .57 703
265. Jaxneer Ali .Nazear Ali .12 .5 .57 703
2 6 6 . Shah Mohd. Fateh Kohd, ; ,c-r5^ 702
2 6 7 . Mohd, IshaquG. M dIshtahaque , ■<-/d,6Q 702
268 . Raja Ram Ran.Lakhan ,1 ,57 701
.169. Mithilesh Kr,Srivasta 7a Ba'::;'.iha Prasai , 30,12.5.8 700
?70.. Kanachha, Prasad Trxloki To7.55 700
2 7 1 . Kamaleshn Bahadur 'Bhagwaci Pd . 14 .6 .68 699
2 7 2 , Gulzar Ahnad iaz Ahnad 15 .4,.5-8 699
2 7 3 . Ran Kumar R Pragafe 14.3.55 699
?74, Ashok ICunar Sharn-a )I r- ‘ Narayan 13 .2 ,56 .699
£■ i:'-.. Mohan Lai Sharnr. Ran Dulare Sharna1,5 »6 .5-S 699
276 Pren Narain Misra Lai Behari Misra 7 ,4 .54 698.
2.7'' . Mohd, Yus-uf Mustafa I.Iussa'fn 1^ . 8 ,56 69S
^7f Haqsoad Al.i I'Taair’ All 7/;-o9 697
f7". Mohd. Isaraila. Md, Fk.af ique 1 5 . 8 ,5 7 697
2.0.0 . Radhej>̂- Fayani A sha Ran i i .r .5 7 697
2.0 1., Chat to La”. Ran Lakhan 8 ,2 .59 696
2Vc-„ Bhagx/an Dass' Ran Sewok Yadav 15o8,56 . 689
2 0 . H ard alz Lngar ■ Singh Bansraj Singh 1.3 »>S 679
2  ̂4-„ Raneshw..iT Fd, Shukla Laxnan Pd. .59 , 5Q2
2^5. BindesLwari Pd, JangJ  ̂ira^d . 1 -.3.,53 582

Contd•
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347 • Banslii Dhar 
34o. Ra.., Sajecvan 
34S. VJ'T.Singh 
35c. Ram Laiit .

■ 351- 'Ashok ■ rirnar 
'352. Ran ITar>-iir.
353. J.aiig adu: ■
3 5 4 . Ran Autar
355. Tej iratap 3ingh 
356 V Ghee I:ra3ad ,
3 5 7 . 3ajra:::.g ^̂ .-.̂ .adur 
35o.- rarsons , ’
3 5 9 . Abdul oajGGd 
36’0 .RanGsh iCr . Tadav 
361 » Cliandrabal:^- 
362.. Lai Saran<^
363 Ramji Slaarma ,

' 3 6 4 . Chandra Prakasli 
3 6 5 . Bans. Raj Misra 
366 . JalsGl An-.nad.

,,3 6 7 . Rajendra Xd.
360. ■ Ar.iarendra .Kr, '.
369." Asholc Kumar
3 7 0 , T^mdPm&Atuia Ram 
371 . 'Visllnu Dev Sharma 
31Z. Ran Anuj'
3 7 3 . Moharuum Aii

*374. Abdullali
375. Jhinkoa
3 7 6 . Jan^na Pragril
377. Iridu Bhushar. Ojlia • 
3 7 0 . riaresh S’le L'ilir.ian, 
3 7 9 . Moiuddir.
3CC.SadhoQ
3 2 1 . Kohd.’ Caleon 
3<->2. Raj -iluir.ar Tasliyap. ' 
3Q3,. Ran Rriksh- 
3'-■4-.' Jaswant Gin.-̂ h.
3'o5, RaLi Dass Uttani'
3 C6 ,' Kliuslii ,Ra::i 
3 0 7 . Tiing natl- 

3oG. Hahaxaj Dutt 
3S9* Ran Haresh,
3 SO. Vi jay Ppp,tap Singh 
391 . Yadavendra Sia.^h ' 
3S'2. Rau l-aresh-Yadav
393. K,S..::;al .
394. Madhu 'Sudan, Varna
395. Shmiu Pratap Singh 

- 396. On Frakash Singh'^
397 • Ashok Iluaar Singh 
398'. I.an Bhawan Tewari
3S9., SarjoQ, Prasad 
4C0. Dinesh ICr. Sriv.
401, . ,Asf'a.q. Ahmad'
‘̂ '■̂2 * Syed Tayab Hussain 
^03. Awaneesh Runar

■ , ,4G4. ;.rahlad Sharrr.a 
4^5. Shiv Kr. 7'andey 
406 . Ravindra Itur’ar

Ga’uri Shanlrcr 453
Raneshwar 5 .7 .5 7 453
Palmu Singh r> '"'i c« 00 430

Jhyan Deo ' 12 .4 .56 .435
Sita Ran 5.r:.50 420
Ran Bachhan 21 .12 .59 364
Dv/arilca 4.1 ,62 348

Baboo Ram 23.'i-.54- 340
■■ .Tirath Raj Singh- 1 ,5 »60 ' 351
D'-:an Raj iC.J^,56 ' 351
Sheo Runar 17.1.5G . 351
Laxcronce 2 .1 .59 351

Abdul Rajeed 2 .5 .56 351
S .P.Yadav 1 .1 .62 ' 351
Bhagirathi ■ 1 .1 .62 351
Fian Avradh . 3 .1C .59 351

Reshv;ar Sharna. 15 .6 .54 351
K.R.Shiikla 7.'3 .52 351
Ran Pits': aybar Misra 12.3.5C 351
Abdul Satt.ar 11 .4 .59 351
Kripa Shankor Lai 1 ,10 .56 351
Chandra 3ha" •12.6.58 351
Shyan Behari- •10 r- 01 0 # ‘v-' ̂  ̂  0 351
Ran H'earey 16 .12 .59 351
Asharfi Hath Sharaal2.7.50 . 351
Bihdeshwari 1 .2 ,5 7 351
Rutub All 1 .4.57- 351
Ab . Aziz; 28 .5 .62 351

W-d-rBca ,
t8.'9.5^- ■' ■350
26 .1 .5 4 ■ 344

B.n.Ojha ' ■ ■ 17.10.46 344
Shesh’Tiar. 12.12.61 325
Rafiuddin 2 1 . 12.62  ' 325
Mitiioco Mailt0 21;.12.61 310
Md«- Ishaque 10 .0 .56 310
Baboo Lai 1 , 7.6 0 300
Ran Lakhan 1 . 10.60 2 7c

'Mohan S-'ngii 15 .7 .56 275
. .<ar.i Dulare Uttan 25 .2 ,62 ' 275

■paras Hath 1 .7 .5 7 275
Soneshv/ar ITath '31 .8 .59 275

, liar Bhan Dutt 6 .7 .5 3 275
Shiv Lai 1 .1 .59 2 75 .

Janki Var Sarrrn Singh 30 .7 .58 275
y . l-I. Y adav ■ 3 .3 .60 275
Ran Dass 3 0 . 6 .5 6  ■ 260
Bhagwan Deen Pal 1*7 .54 250

,B ;L, VerrJG 1 4 . 11.6 0 350
R aranlaan s S ingt1 3 0 . 5.6 0 250

.n.B.si£gh 15.4.61 250
:^rithvi Pal Sirigh 1 .8 .5 7 250
Ayodhya Prasad 1 . 1.6 0  , ’ 250
Ayodhya . Pras'ad 4 .7 .5 4 25 c
Kan Asrey Lai 9 .7 .62 250
liehboob' Ali 1 . 7.6 0 250
I:Iphd. ' I-Zussair: 1 . 6.60  ■ ' 250

• Bha.grrat Lai 1 .1 .59 250
B.P.Sharna 1 6 . 2 .50 250
ShyaiM Behari pandey 4 .4 .50 250

. Harijan 876.62 250 ■

?r*r' I '
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N . ' 1 I f ' l i ?  ’ B ’  -  R e s e r v e d  C o m m t a n i t i e s

Meclianical (LOco.») tJL/Substts. 
found suitable for class IV.'

A-« S c l ie c .T i . le d _  O a ,s te _ .^

IV

1 , ■ Jagaj:
2., CBain.^r i-'rasad 

5; 'Sri Val 
4. Karialc - 3 ingh ^  

, 'Shyam Lai ' ^
6 . Sviresh Chandra
7 , Ran ShaxikGr- ‘
0 . Baboo Lai- ' *

■ 9 . Suresh Sunar 
1 ?rc s ad 

. Lai Bacblian,-'

,i-ian Purax
kX  . -Bipat

'riaalcur Prasad 
RiMii Muni 
Budhaai 
Kailcoo. ■ • ' .
CbatTirdeen 
Ran Surat 
Kool .Chand 
.Clihedi 
CMiottoo

12'. Ayradliya ■ ?d .Dha'-ii. Lai Ayodi'iya I-ci ̂  
'13.■ Krishna Kishore ■ . Moti Lai,

14. Rudal
15. Bhagvrati "rasad
16. Ran Prasad,

■IT.' ^as Pal ■’

1
’Vi"j>antco

ohi_;y 0113 n ake

. >A.

Dai Singar 
Devi Been 
Baboo Lai 
Dev

27 .3 .49
15.2.50

‘ 2 C .T 2 .5 2 '
15 .1 .59  
ig-.ii.5i 
1€.,11.57 

1 ,1 .57
5 .7.59 
5.5 .55

15.3.55 
14 .4 .60  
5 . 2.,62 
3 .12.62 ' 
2.7*57 
7 .4 .56

3634 

3145 
164C 
153G 
1504 
1429 
13Q5 
,704 
675 
57€ 
490 

351 
351 
351 

31Q

r

f

L

A-
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;«esult o.fr;si 
of Keqjs^^l:^ 
BrancHda3]i;^

s iS l i#

;̂.''Silsi'*'?'-"-"', '!/?' ■

\r>̂A.
\

■J
\

i-.--i4.lau3,,  .i:.anpi4,r Aj,>A.;.us',‘;-;an/̂ arrrt. xilirsei/stQeEi' -' 'tcj'st - ^ {  j.l̂n
caridl“ °' '̂ '■■rch/ 19B3V ttio'foi.Xovlnr
<r? «t ; ,Tf “ -■itabla for rocruit,x*nt '
to iJlu ol,„ifjij X .'jvrvMM; i\ •;cU ,  ’Wjpfj .  y  I ,/-j i ■ , , . , , ,

' <ln;„w(:! of:' lij.rlih ux)cl :k.:/,‘i'r
■ - W#®:;||fia,i5â  ahouli..' bu (Jckuci by tlid c'ciâ fiiVr surtiop

at .h .  ..-,o ox a,poir.t^,atT coep
■ ' ;f'«ord3 aiy- i,,.itial uedipal ^» ..i„a k o r i etc.

^  'r^-ara

cdm(»t«nt o«tbority ( ;,At,) htt3 b8sriM<i<3oa: to uccor,lhxs approvcl to thicii panel ow 14.4*8 3., T : ,: . ,v ;,•
,'.A,’. pc)ric;,rui Car.diclf;f;o;j.

■̂*ilo. lloiiig;-)
'-i   'V. -  .”.¥."■!'v..............

. luarailo

3. Oafo.ir.4J,.i.-'
4. Git£i-

■ 'U -
‘ ;JhGo Uaj ^

7. Udai Raj

. ■.  ̂ci..i.’i.iu;.jhWc,ii'x 
) 0  .  "j.clr irj ■
VI .  r;ul£irj >■'
'i • Go hr
13. .IJaliJ-'ari 'Pratiad/
14 * .̂Jvftri’i .X-'p,';iaad '
15 f ■ ■Gh.yair.i LaJ.
'IS,, G4?T'idharl 
17. Dukhi

'.r-uo TnliaX 
11). i u J  K.,iii 

• 1 , . '  ( .  1 . i , (

•' i , j 'i.i, ,1 ( M,.
■ ■ '  .  ■ . / , l ( . , ! i l

11i:X'<v.XXJ. i'j.'’r i v u  ■
■'̂ 4, JI a r u ndi'o. ;i'u r. s r 
2'i .  -rai-il-iey .Oinrth
-  lt..l,nl l . ' i . ' l - jn
■'V. il,i,.i;;
^9 ]:-r±j j.,al
JO, i|;id}iOy B̂.y/Th- T
•'■j * "'Ubcij- Aili.iad vaui’-i 
.'i ' . 'J'ukorA 1(̂ 1 »" ‘

j';.hri.iv .Uaj ,
^'5. AdosJi rjh.ukla 
36. S' eo : ujan Shulcla,"" 
j'! . Sa:,-:iullab, ■'luorisJi;. <'' 
35. Chou GopciJ. 3.i.ng-h

Ayochyn i!— -od'"!. _ -
.. ’ nfuJo ’.y-.-trtiii.). I

Totfil auj-vj.ci); . -  > • .  V  1 I , ♦ L J ' V J  V J . % .

' , n . ! . .  j  i . i ! j

.-..liitJT' All ; 
•/11‘i •' t, 
;̂'..w-dr:iLa 

A'lxcy
i

■̂■•h ,:,l Al.l

i '..; ■
■' 'vi:v*lioo

r'::u!0:.:|'i ' .

i..ii

1> A'V)'■yul
;"■ ‘ ! >'I.!'j'’

i;i

■' >i Pvc:w;>c’ '
'x. i; ? ;

. ■ 1 1 , 1

■ ' ' . . I C V

■ 1 . 1 . 4 4 ' 3:>:;u
3,1.1^1.so ■ 3-1 o;-!

33'J'J
> ' a r ; ' a . 5 2 333 3
■■ ■ 1 . 7 , 5 ^ 33^^3

' 3.r> y- ’ D J
' 3rMyr

' * s#* * o > 3'l<.Ui
c- o U'l.,/ • ;j m ' :’ !!::

3. ')*)
• 3 n i 3<<y>'>
1'J . 1 0 , 5 4 2 9 7 9
1 9 . 1 0 . 4 9  . 3951

■ ^17.6.40 ?!y33
.' 10 .11  .52 ^aC9

1.1.150
.40

1 . 1 .4{; ?Û 15
1.10.*. '^ HOI'i-
30 3704
3t' >‘ ''']-7
1'3.5 .5̂ ^
•'V ✓* . . •

2::<9

1 »ia.50
i . f■ # '>

{

49

I \
r 

- \

. ' I , , . • ■ • ( , ( ,  !  , i - . ; , , '

1 -.r ■; ' ,
, ia a .o  Goy,;j;s,

R .11 o .'Ĵ 'iuicla ^
,' Ac3aal.ji 

C hi", ::-d, i  Q v  a \ r  i  ah . i  
 ̂ ;̂va-

' ,D.!i!i

11 -  .  5 b
.2.57 

1 .1 .̂ i3 
10,1 . 3 
1''M .b’4 

«. .  4<‘ 
'i'-o.7.:î

-Hl;3
.?;m o

1' iu'l
IV.,;;

I': hi 
■I ■■::'> 
iV :l
1 '/■ I,!
171 4 
1 706 
1 7CC 
1 :li]p 
I ■:n:> 
i5ar̂  
1 ■■■if'
'I;i!• -

/ /

rr



i:
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tot. Nand L a i>Gupta
102.* Radha Badon Ram,
103. Moh4, .Sayed Siddiqui.'^
104. JagdQo SdjjjEjh 
10!), Nn/J.r Ifluia 
I'H.. ChhoUik ,
lUf. ‘Uiiiyiv I,JfU.'ayrili. i’:i«lnA; 
lul'i.' Sib^'hatullrLh 
109- Arjholc iUii'iar 
110.  ^(ajuadrci 
1 11'. Ali Moha)rii:nd
112. Rani Cba)rjid.t"a
113. p , .tripafclii ■
114. Radliuy Shyaa ShukI-.
115. Mohd. '-KArir.TulInli 

■116; Mohdi Awin
11'/. .Uctiftuyr AJimotl 
11ti. Utv'j SaJ«x» I.- "' ,
113. Oinkar ‘ Nath 

K:0, Akt.if.i‘r A'l.i.
I ill JmJi'r.ibhin 
i;jii. Joiiii b’luuiicuj-
123. Mallabii' Pd.
124. Ali Hu.ssain
1 2 5 . Sripat Chowdhury
1 2 6 . Sakai Doop Ram 
! 2 r . Rai 1 Kiyl'inii
I ■ I'* . II u i,M'. i i-, I I'f.
. . : ’) , il. I 1 /, /■,) li i; ;i )
i ' * ' .  .1, vl,)l I. i r  ; )l w iK ( M i l '  /, I i

■ ■ ' I -■ If:'. l.l’j'.M i.'il !'ji’;i V .'; / • V', 1
l.ii-'. fjluuikuc u-.i
• 33. PanciumvAi.i '

Raja Hn'.j Upadlvyay .̂ 
J.HsSawiK)?!

I UO . ' Moiid , hY.i'A ^
137- Raw J^horan
I 38. Abdul Waho-qd

139.' Barani Doo 3’rasau'
140. Gulam Nabl
141. Ramjee I

1 4 2 . ualc'Ol ■Aluun.d F'abQ'h I'lnhc] 

!'Ki. Thduir I'i'Mfjtid s
■1')']. Syud Babir .AJ.i 
145.' Panchain

134.
■I'ir>,

1 46. 
14-7. 
14iJ.

Ja (T/) d a inb a P r; i;; ̂ 
ta J[-'ra:jad <

L.uxtci ■
149 . Raja Ram
1 5 0 . Rarnjoot Sbarna 
1^1.  .'(an CbaudJ'.A Sitari:ia

/vV'< 'f ^

Cubju'ujfi. Ujli
oibbot Lnl 
3iu:ya Naraynn 

I li 7. t’x-u/j:lK VII S ;{lili;I
Mohd. I/asii!j Khan 

1D9- Rani NGv/aj 
160. ■ Abdul'Rafiii:] Khan

11-3 .

156.

Ban.'S Raj 1 .6 .5 7  . 1444
i'lanliit Har.i 1444
Mohd. Ispiail 1444

Prcitfip Bfiliadiw '5 ♦ 1 0 .S5 144<1
tu w i  All ■ 33 .11 ,5 7 1^'14
Na v, i,!' Kltnn 14'l !
.'•a.Mp.al V'fi'Uiv 1.1.5-1 1 ^hV\
hohd, Wiya-ucMrbullrili 1 .6 .5 7  143(JI'.IIM.i.'l ,1.. 15.'^5<"> V)3a
I’- u ;an<uttl U.':,59- 1437't 11r.-ili ill 1 1437
i '. >11.' i! 1 '133
U.U.Maiji Tripaiiii 10 .3*53 1430
i a.Li. ]'d. ShiQcla 1 .1 .56 1430
/i/< ii.iit l.Lah 5 .6 .5 7 1-1 a 9
ljiayal;'..iiJ.n1i 9.1 a . 50 142')

AliinaU 1 (•12-)
SK.if'au 1 5 .6 ,5 4 1‘]2.j
I'A-cl.-ir Nath 2;l  .55 142)
11 II. luU/ ISn'aiD M.: i
i'' 1 ■ n 111 i 1 (1!' 1 1 'j * f # i-);:'i
(' . i'. ;i Lii('<h 1J.1)<J 1-J23
Jokhan Kain 1 .5 .5 3 1420
Ro shan • 4 ,7 .5 7 1417
Bnloshwar 1 . 5 2 1411
llari Ran 1 .6 .5 3 1411
u-Uia. Riyra 4i3 .55 1411idi'i iM'aijad 5 *,11.56 1 /] 11

I U. il.a./, 1 .7 .5 3 1 )̂11
! -1 1 1 CM IJ‘ /■) I I a ‘a,.f!(; 1'')0.) .
1..:; .Lai b . 7 • 5' '■ 1.100• I ■' . i j: 140U
<’> . U pai !jiyay: 1 .-1 .57 1400
is vi\ JJu;: ihy.-.iy:i K M . 57 1400' ‘ ■ 1 ' i(' 11 104:13 1 ]0()1 1' < 1 1( 1 . t'l' :h ‘ ‘ 7„'..59 1399K ' ,5'i- 1395
3'ik.ruliah 1 . ^ ^ 5 3 ’ / 1 395 , 

139')-•R')'. .0 i’d . 1 .U .54
ju(.;r:ian 6 .'! 1.5 9 1394
Gajraj 7.7.55 1394

Ms)]id. 1.7.53 13;:iT
131̂ 5

A.ix 3,2.50 1 3U1
;Uic,rv/c Doan 3.'1.44 1380
.tiaa;i SJr,;h i 6 .0 .5 « 1366

T-'hy 1 2 .1 .49 1366Junnoo 1.1.  ■ 1-5 ' 1361
Data Doen 2 7 .9.'56 1358

26 .4 .56  
1.5.56 
6.^i,39 
3 .2 .51

.jJiAjo j'ujah 
I ialiadoo 
U i
I' r u ) i'. 1 1

Ojho ny.54 
;.;-u;l)ao Lai 12,6.53’

! I Prn;-.nd 15 ,?«56 
i'lulaclar Sin̂ ĥ. 30.7.55 
rlanif̂  Khan 1 .7,5U 
Hara ^uraar,, Singh 3'.7.'56 
Azjiruiiiph ■ IQaon ;j0 Vi 0 .60

1334
1330
1330
1320 
1320 
1320 
1308 
1308 
1308 
1308 
13O8

(conl;d .)
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I . i i t )! -• , ! 1. r  I 11
> J  . t J . - 1 1 '  I r  \ l (u  .. '

I. !’j icUl ,i cjiu • y‘,!I',., /;
‘ f ; ISfit'.'i.ytiii 

'•■'Vj 1 Uan

■rĵ . Konal Prfvsad 
' >7.  U. \M Jwiut 
1:13U. I'rjhruit Lnl 
ri9- V̂Mtn MnrOfih 

ib\v\ S\irat
II All i ] \ij' . , ;u u\

1 ' ] |I l | l i ,  ' I

' : ' i 1- jxh,./ '
J.-tnd ( ' I m jw I ) i y

i.,I
j'Lxi.r

’> tAi

< t u [ , :-,v
' V M * h . -  ̂ 1 . . i . ^
 ̂ • .a j . I i i/ • {i

I-.C .'lli . A  ' t . i '  i v l z  VLY

S l i c  U c< .;r, A'l/-'.-s t - l i i  »'

iiar.i ilab'wlur nhi(;]|

i
\ (

/Vih, .rv,y ifut'/iv.
1

If'uid iviiihoro Sirigh
’ ! m l iOlul, I UJ/If 1
''1. ty.-vl
j. Dwvl ycu'an

A . Mata Praijacl
j' i Tulsi licLV.

1 . . î a;;j Nayan
*' i. U.l lltMMt

r :j05 . Jacii-'c'r Al i
a66. Shah Kohd,
267. Mohd. Ishaqua .
2Gn, Haja Ram
ics. MithUo^h Kr,Sl'lv:u

■ 70.. Kaiiiacliha Prr’ -̂p'fl
:;y 1. K.ainnlî ohjii f' -.i-
:.vr Hula fir AbMH!
■V'). 'lafi UuiJt̂ i’,

t 7'!, Aulicjli UUij;. ,

\
. I'ff

i .• « Molioti Lp;. i
\
1 iflcXT'r-iti J ^;r •
1 ■/ hk>],'d„ nis-u?1

• ( ' Haqsooc A3..'’.
V'; ■ M('hd. Isnraila
■ .*' j0 • '' idUco '-•"'lyarj

.*o'l , Chutbii Lk'.
IJha/ji/r 1 D.-v.-is

2rj. H-'irda.! r. in^rar f-i i an i
4. najio&Hw .T' ivi, .'Ui

\
>-» i iv),

‘ ; I . 
•« \

1

(f)-
■ I ..! u r ;< 1 1[} . •. • ■

J , HI-' 1 ‘ ) p.* 1M m  / . 1 .'i
< . ! 7 1 . ’ • "
i \

•: U ■.: '1 'u •) » • - . .
•'. f'

. t
t . ' »

.1 I-.' ,(•
/ • » , , 

1 ,7.'/i
M ■ II' ;,l;. • 1 i '-7

‘‘..1 I. f; lIJl. . . 5 9
, ',/aii j)asy ;5

'i'v; \ '1 .U..J7ii'u. )!.ian;L ■12 . \ 0.57
U.'u: Uj.M,,-ar 20.1 .59
n '.c’liiai'. Pruidv.'y 1 .1 .55
i; •;) ..“la.'tuii’i 16.U.5!.
'' ll )a 1 i',( il 1' 1 , 1L!. W.5;,

. iK'uj i'!'aliq.'.u 10,3.5;;
Aii'V'i llai-ai. riiovbc'y 1,9.'

,i' ).;■>(I;.’.i 9.7.53
1 .6.56

.. i.a!,v;iii
17.7.5^;
17,;;.')',

'' . .1 1 ■ I--. 1 ( ,(.!i i 1 IV 111 4...■;
i'luik! . i<izvi

t ta. i 1. / .5:̂
Jnlj Hbwfir I'd. 2 1 . 1 •

Xi,\- ■

i S’*an,kor Jxn ;) K!i'

‘I’ f •' f nJ 
Ur:M 1 :

l'» 1*
1 .11,51

loyo
I (f'iii 
lD!>o
ior>7 
10^7 
I <.-;7
I 0.;S

I .

' ' ' /
'...
M l . '  

'M:; 
<ri I 
‘) i I 
911 
•ji I 
91 I 
90ii
9 or. 
ti(,4
7o? 

7u1 
7il1 
7<‘\ 
TjO 
739 
7'iO 

7 >9 
7:i') 
7'V) 
737 
704 
70.]. 
704 
70.]. 

704 

70-j 
704'

y /

- l a - .  i ( l i n l a v ; a n 1 . 5 . 5 7 7 0 4
.J ' i r n o d a r - 3 - 5 0 7 0 4

.. j.h tS.liVi,'-
7 0 3

H/ - 7 0 3
" '■ lu t v i r  A l l ) ' M '  * j1 ■ 7 0 3

l i O h d , * ' 7 0 2
!■; i j. s h  t  c j i a n t i e  ,  ̂ W . o O 7 0 2
I t i i i  1 L j v ld i a i i  ̂ n 7 0 1
r‘ i - p r n f i . . i . 7 0 0

7 0 0
•. i:- •.. . « r - n 6 9 * )

•• v; < *

.■ :V .7 .,'v r r  . n t ) 9 9
•: ' / ‘t J L-'• ' u ^ )hnx''r).‘'i'i ■ / .  . 5 c i 6  9 9

.J(,? . i t ' i  K i 6  or.
f a  i iu o a n .- f  n 1 3 . U , ? 6 6 9 «

A l t T / : ' . 5 9 6 9 7
H d ,  i . a f i q u o 1 ' 5 . f % 5 T 6 9 7

1 < \ 1 ' ' ' > ' i \ 5 7 6  ‘.)7
l . - K K . - i i i O ' j i '

' ■ • Y . ' . d a v 1 5 „ l . 5 6 6 m 9
) V.) i o ‘ - 7 9

:; -.11 1 ' 1 , 1 .  :  .!S9 .  IK ! : '
• V i , ' j  ,.'Ta 5 d ; j

l\u ( ( 4 1 ,

V



,»■ I ' ^

;;b,l )■}' '-r 
':■!•'. I;."', .''Jaji.'i /.'
"y'r\. • /.Jl 
;i'i( . Rnn Lai it 
351 .. AgIioIc ^/unar 
35'?.. Rd.a ' .

3133. Jang..3u;>.nduv
354. Rfiin Auto.r
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IN THE HON’BLE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TR IBU N AL

v̂>-

LUCKNOW

O.A. 281 of 1989

Chhatra Pal & another ..Petitioner

Versus

Union of India & others .Opposite Parlies

SUPPLIMENTARY COUNTER REPLY ON BEHALF OF THE 

OPPOSITE PARTIES

, about 3^years,W/I.

Sri. working
as North Eastern Railway,
Lucknow/having been duly authorised by the opposite parties to 
file the instant reply on their behalf, do hereby reply the same as 
under :

1. That the contents of para 1 of the rejoinder reply 
are denied and the contents of para 1 of the 
counter reply are reiterated as correct, it is evident 

. from Executive Engineer / Construction Barauni 
JN’s letter no U J / CON / 247 Barauni /

E / 35 court case / 2990 dated 
06.05.91 that Mr. Chhatra Pai, has never workjas a 
casual labour under ex-englneer / CON’s I Barauni. 
in fact. Mr. Chhatra Pal and other applicants have 
managed to get their names included in 1983 Loco 
panel by producing false and forged working 
certificates.

\

5..

That the contents of para 2 of the rejoinder reply 
need no comments, in view of the facts stated 
above.

That the content of para 3 of the rejoinder reply are 
misleading hence, denied.

That the contents of para 4 of rejoinder reply are 
denied. In reply thereto it Is. submitted here that

f*er«#B8ri OQip



applicants cannot claim for a job on Railways on the 

basis of educational qualification alone. It has 

already been stated in para 1 of this reply as 

mentioned above that the applicant’s have never 

worked in Railways. Therefore, they cannot be 

appointed.

5. That the contents of para 5 of the rejoinder reply 

are not admitted, hence denied. In reply thereto it is 

stated that select panel of 1983 Loco screening 

was disputed as many candidates appeared in the 

said screening on the basis of their forged working 

certificates. It is also denied that the relevant 

certificates were examined at the time of screening 

as applicants produced the working certificates 

belonging to different Stations, Departments and 

Divisions, therefore It was not possible to examine 

and verify all such documents in a short period of 

time of screening. The applicants have 

misinterpreted the Hon’ble Court’s order dated 

29.09.87.

if'" E. Efeavftv'-. isafeaew

6; That the contents of para 6 of the rejoinder reply 

are denied. In reply thereto the contents of para 

4(3) of counter reply are reiterated as correct. 

However, it is stated that ft is e\^denf from the letter 

of Executive Engineer I Construction / Baraunl Jn’s 
letter No. W / Con / 247 / Barauni E-35 Court case / 

2990 dated 06.05.91 that Mr. Lai ji S/o Ram 

Swarath ( Panel position 320 of 1983 Loco 

Screening) submitted his working certificate issued 

by DRM / Cons. I Barauni for the period 16.01.75 to 
17.07.75, whereas construction unit at Barauni Jn. 

was established in 1978. In this way. it Is proved 

that the working certificate just mentioned above 

was false and forged. It is also proved by the above 

example that the 1983 Loco panel was disputed as

many candidates, like Mr. Lai ji, have got their
tvnames included in the panel by producin^\fake 

working certificates.
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It is also pertinent to point out here ttiat casual 

labours and substitutes are normally engaged in 

Railways on local basis through the Supervisors of 

the concerned departments. But Mr. Chhatra Pal 

and Mr. Balram Ji who belong to district Gonda of 

Uttar Pradesh and reported to have worked as 

Casual Labours some where in Muzaffarpur and 

Baraunl which are distant places from Gonda, In 

fact, the applicants have produced, their alleged 

working certificates which are shown issued by 

Railway construction units situated in remote areas 

, like Baraunl and Muzaffarpur. so that their working 

certificates could not be verified easily.

7. That the contents of para 7 & 8 of the rejoinder 

reply are not admitted, hence denied in view of the 

contents of the foregoing paragraphs of this reply. 

However, the contents of the paragraph 4.4 & 4.5 

of counter reply are reiterated as con-ect.

8. That the contents of the para 9 of the rejoinder 

reply need no comments.

9. The contents of para 10 of rejoinder reply are not 

accepted because the applicants have 

misinterpreted the results of 1983 Loco screening in 

a manner to show his selection, through the

. disputed panel, as correct, it was not necessary for 

the administration to intimate the applicants about 

their forged working certificates as they were not 
given appointments due to their fake certificates. 

The applicant's should have understood the 
consequences of producing false working 

certificates. Tlie contents of para 4.7 of the counter 

reply are reiterated as correct.

10. That the contents of t)ara 11 of the rejoinder reply 

are denied. In reply thereto it is submitted that the 

applicants liave tried to mislead the Hon’b^Court 

by stating that their working certificatesj^ere 
examined by the screening committee. As has been
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Stated in foregoing para Itiat tiie applicants 

produced the working certificates of remote areas 

lii<e Barauni & Muzaffarpur, tiierefore. it tool< time to 

verify ttie records. As such after verification of 

certificates including the certificate produced by the 

applicants were found false. It Is also denied that 

tho working cortlficnlQS wore checked before the 

publication of 1983 Loco Panel. However, the 

contents of para 4.8 of the counter reply are 

reiterated as correct.

11. That the contents of para 12 of the rejoinder reply 

are denied. In reply thereto It Is submitted that the 

working certificate produced by the applicants 

including some other candidates were found false 

and forged, but the applicants are misleading the 

Hon’ble Tribunal by explaining the screening 

process of 1983 in a manner suitable to them.. 

However, the contents of para 4.9 of the counter 

reply are reiterated.

12. That the contents of para 13 of the rejoinder reply 

are denied. In reply thereto it is submitted that the 

applicants cannot claim appointment In Railways on 

the basis of Medical Examinatign alone. They were 

required to produce genuine working certificate 

which they could not produce.

13. That the contents of para 14 of the rejoinder reply 

are denied. However, the contents of para 4.11 of 
counter reply are reiterated as correct. It Is further 

submitted here that the Hon’ble Tribunal has not 
directed the Administration to appoint the applicants 

in Railways. The Hon’ble Tribunal simply ordered to 
communicate the applicants about their act of 

forgery.

14. That the contents of para 15 & 16 of the ^joinder 

reply are not admitted in view of the facts W n  in 

foregoing paras of this reply.
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15. That the contents of this para 17 of the rejoinder 

reply are denied. In reply thereto it is submitted that 

the question of absorption of applicants in other 

units or In the Lucknow Division does not arise as 

their working certificates are false and forged, 

hence, they are not entitled for appointment on

Railwnys.

16. That the contents of para 18. 19 & 20 of rejoinder 

reply ar?>a^dmitted, hence denied in view of the 

contents of foregoing paragraphs of this reply.

17. That the contents of para 21, 22 & 23 of the 
rejoinder reply are denied. In reply thereto it is also 

denied that the working certificates of the applicants 

are available in the office. They have no right to be 

appointed in the Railways as such.

18. That the contents of para 24 of rejoinder reply are 

denied. In reply thereto the facts stated in para 
4.20 of the counter reply are reiterated as correct.

It Is further submitted that in compliance of Hon’ble 

Tribunal order dated 24.09.87 the applicants were 

ask l̂o submit the certificates regarding date of birth 

and working as Casual Labour. But the applicants 

only represented and did not produce any original 

certificates regarding there, work as a Casual 

Labour.

19. That the contents of para 25 & 26 of the rejoinder 

reply are denied, in view of the contents of the 

foregoing paragraph of this reply.

20. The contents of para 27 of rejoinder are denied. In 
reply thereto it is submitted that the applicants are 

misleading the Hon’ble Tribunal by reproducing the 

same false story of their selection, screening and 

so called absorption in Izzatnagar.

ttnf 5?fwro 
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21. That no further comments are required for res'^of the 

paras of rejoinder reply as the same have been replied In
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23.

the foregoing paras of this reply and in the counter reply 

filed earlier.

That the contents of 0 ,A. ate denied again and the contents 

of counter reply are reiterated as true.

That it Is not true that ttie tecords of substitutes I Casual 

Labours are destroyed. The charges levelled by the 

applicants are false and the facts given in the counter reply 

are reiterates) as correct and the contents of the rejoinder

are denied,

Lucknow

'"So

Dated;
ry<!̂ D^onent

-i Perseoael
* « Railway. LBelta©»

VERIFICATION

I ,  hereby verify that the contents of paragraphs

1 to 23 of he application are true to my personal Knowledge derived 

frorr. the perusal of official records, except the legal averments which 

are believed to be true on the basis of the legal advice.

No matter of this reply is false and nothing matenal has 

been concealed.

Lucknow 

Dated: 2 - ,

ly

[^nent

V.
%
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Advocate 

High .Court

Date

Tele ; <5 ^
E-3665, Raja ji Puram 

LUCKNOW -226017
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Brijesh Kumar Shukla
Advocate 

High Court

Your Ref.

Tel. 245151 Resi.
52828 Chamber 

Resi.
56, Nazar Bagh 
Near Odeon Cinema 
Luci<now-226001

Dated.

Ootirt IRo

(D  / V  o j
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I t  i s  -̂ eiry ; JCinaiy sutanaitte^ th§t I  am su ffe r in g  

from fever as such 1 m ' not in a posttlc® to attend the 

Hon’M e  soart today*' ’ ^ ,

0]feij^br®r'it is prayed th^t abow,no 

cme$: may Kin^l]? be adjourned to some other date^

i.

■ V

1  shall be M g ^ y  dbligei.
^t"
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, CHAMBER :- ’385, Puraria Qila, Gantoiiiment Road, Near Railway Crossing P.C.O., Lucknow-226001

:L  Visiting Hours :t . 6 P.M. ,TO; i  P.M. onJWorklngdays & 10 A.M. To 1 P.M.' on Holidays

• ̂  I ^Hlgh C o u r t A d v o c a t e s  jphamber Nb.‘54

A , / , "Cprr^spond'ance-Residence only"
■■ "'j ■>. ! , ■ ‘ ‘
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CENTRAL AOfllNISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
LUCKNOU BENCH

261/89

—Va-

Applicant

O.A.NO.

Chhatra & another

ilbion Of India and others

tten̂ ble Fir. 0*C* Venna 
J fan *b]Le gg» A>K. flisra «-A«R.

W*P# 774/99 ia by applic^t No# 2 to include the 

naiae of 8 persona njentioned in para 7 of the Pl.P. as 

applicants^

1 / ^  learned counsel for applicant Sri K.R. Ahir

r  ̂ yar. It is not at all necessary to include these 8 persona 

f ^ ^ ^ ^ a p p l i c a n t s  in the present O.A. If these 8 persons have 

•^-s^rievance they u o u y ^ ^ r ? ! ^ ^  fresh O.A. as may 

‘raissible ruXei P U ^ 7 4 /9 9  is therefore.\

V

Cs.Vh

/In this oass C.A. uas filed by the respondenta In 

’ has not bosn filsd UXl dat«. Hou -

ever, by uay of last opportunity 2 uaeks tloe Is granted 

to file the R,A. In case the S.fl.ls not fllad ulthin 2 

weeks, right of file R.A. shall stand ftorfeited.

List for admission on 11,8,99.

Sd/
A .B ,

Sd/
3.n.

lijw 

loliicisi

0
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