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Dealing Assistant
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Particulars to be 'exafnined

1 , Is the appeal competent ? ■

2 , a ) Is the application in  the

prescribed form ?

b) Is the application in  paper 

book form 7.

c ) Ha\ye s ix  complete sets of the 

application been fiied- ?

3 ,  a )  Is the appeal in  time ?

h) i f  not, by how many days it  

. is  beyond time?

tf/ ’Has auffioient case for not

flaking the application in  time, 

been filed?

4 ,  ' Hcis the document of authorisatior/

Vckalafcnama been filed  ?

5 , Is the.application  accompanied by 
B .d ,/p o sta l  Order for Rs .50 /- ,.

6 ,  Haa the certified  copy/copies'

of the order(s'). against uihich the 

application is made been filed?

7 ,  a) Have the copies of the

documents/relied upon by the 

applicant and mentioned in  the 

application , been filed  ?

b) Have the documents referred 

to in  (a )  above duly attested 

by a Gazetted Officer- and ' 

numbered accordingly ?

c) Ai4  the documents referred 

to in  (a ).abo v e  neatly typed 

in  double sapce ?

8 , Has the index of documents been 

filed  and pagning done properly ?

9 ,  Have the chronological details 

■of representation made' and the 

out Come of such representation 

been indicated in the application?

.1 0 ,  Is the matter r ^ s e d  in  the appli­

cation pending before any court of 

,Law or any other Bench of Tribunal?

Endorsement as to result of examination
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12,

11.

13,

14, 

1^'.

1f5,\

-s

'17.

18,

19,

particulars fao be Examinsd

Aro the application /duplicate

copy/sp.arc copies signed ?■
t

Are extra copies of _che applicatiooi 

with Anncxures filed ? .

a) Identical w ith , the 'Original ?

b) Ocfefctiue ?

c ) Wanting in Annoxures

' Nos, pagesNcs .

Have tha file  si-ze envQlopes ■ 

bearing full addresses of the 

respondents been filed  ?

Are the given address the 

registered address ?

D"o the names of the parties 

stated in  the copies tally .with _ 

th'̂ 'ise rndicated' iri the appli­

cation ? ' . *

• Are the translations certified  , , 

to be ture o r ' supported by an 

Affidavit affirming that they 

are 'true  ?

' Are the facts of .the case .. • 

mentigned-in item no, 6 of the 

'application  7

a) Concise ? • .

b) Under distinct heads ?

c) Numbered consectively IS

d) Typed in  d o u b l e *  space .on ■ 

side of the paper 'i ' •

“Have the particulars for interim 

order prayed for indicated u it h ^

■ reasons ?

Endorsement as to result of examination

Whether all. the remedies have 

bc^n pxhausted.
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Hon.Mr.S.N.Prasad,J.M.

, „ u » «  . " *  • " *

"  : r  r . - r . .  - » • • •

• -ir^aA +-n the learned Counsel been furnished to tne x.a

for the applicant. Learned Coansel for 

the applicant seeks time for

p .  may be filed within 2
" ; J ^ a s e  on 4/8/1993 f o r  hearing/disposal.

J.M.

()S)

0 ^ ^

J ^ G K e ^  O n ^

j f f d  [ 9 ' 3  ,.

Z T A I

19-11-93 Hon.Mr.S.N.Prasad, J.M. 
Hon.Mr.V»K.Seth. A.M.

None responds on behalf of the applicant  ̂

Shri A.K.Chaturvedi, learned counsel for 

the respondents is present. No R.A. ha 

been filed, r .a . be filed within two 

weeks. List this case on 10-1-94 for 

hearing/disposal.

U

A.M.

V,

J.M.
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CENTRAL ADMINI S T R A T I V E  TRIBUNAL, L U CKNOW B E N C H -

L u c k n o w  this the day of N o v e m b e r , 94.

0.A. No. 319 of 1989.

HON. MR. V.K. SETH, MEMBER(A)

HON. MR. D.C. VERMA,MEMBER(J)

Gopi Nath Tewari, sonof late Paras Nath Tiwari, aged 

about 4 2 years resident of Manas Nagar, P. S. Krishna 

Nagar, Alambagh, Lucknow.

Applicant.

versus

1. Union of India through General Manager, N o r thern 

Railway, Baroda House, New Delhi.

2. Divisional Railway Manager, N o r thern Railway,
/

Lucknow.
I

3. Dy. Chief Mechan i c a l  Engineer, Carriage and Wagon 

Shop, Northern Railway, Alambagh, Lucknow.

Respondents.

By A d v o c a t e  Shri A.K. Chaturvedi.

O R D E R  

HON. MR. V.K. SETH, MEMBER(A)

In this O.A. the a p p l icant has prayed for the 

following relief:

^  "....to r egularise the applicant on the post of

We lfare Labour Inspector in L u cknow D i v i s i o n ( of 

the Northern Railway), in terms of various

decisions of General Manager(P) on the basis of 

his continuous and satisfactory w o r k i n g  on the 

! post of Adhoc Welare Labour Inspector."

2. The respondents have filed Short Counter R e p l y

dated 22.10.-92. No Rejoinder has been filed on behalf of 

the applicant despite ample time and opport u n i t y  having 

been afforded for the same. Also nobody has put in

appearance on behalf of the applicant w h e n  the case was

\ a  V .

..A
'j
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called out on 25.4.94 and again on 27.10.94.

3. A  perusal of enclosure dated 27.5.91 filed w i t h  ' 

the Short Counter reply filed by the respondents reveals 

that the name of the applicant has been interpolated 

b e l o w  Shri S.C. Srivastava and above Shri Basant Lai 

Shah in the panel of W.L.Is announced through their 

office letter of 1.4.85 and the applicant has been 

regula r i s e d  as W.L.I. with effect from 18.5.85. Proforma 

promotion, seniority and fixation of pay has also been 

allowed to him. Appar e n t l y  therefore, the grievance of 

the applicant has already been redressed by the 

respondents. This O.A. has, therefore, become 

infructuous and is a ccordingly dismissed as such. 

Parties will bear their own costs.

MEMBER{J)

f

Lucknow: Dated; ^  

Shakeel/

\ a

M E M B E R ( A ) , 

^- 1 I - 9 ^
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" /I In the Central Administrative Tribunal^

®'P“tyRcgi:trap/'̂

/

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow*

Gopi Nath Tiwari*

Versus

Union of India and others*

■Applicant

-Respondents

APPLICATION UlMDER SECTION 19 OF THE 
adm inistr ative  TRIBUNALS ACT, 1985*

For use in Tribunal’ s Office :

Date of filing • _______

Registration No*s__:_______________

Central Administrative Tribunal 

Circuit Rc^ch, Lucknow 

, .  Date of filing ...

ef Receipt by East......  _

ityRegistrar(J).



Centfi'-l Adi'iiniitrnlive Ti:b  

Circuit Lu-'. ;-i.v

DatcofFil:j

the Central AdministrailW ̂ 'Tribunal, 
Lucknow Bench, Iwcknow.

©cp' 'Rtgi.t.c'

0. A. No. of 1989 (L)

Qopi Nath Tiwari,

Versus

Union of India and others.

-Petitioner

-parties

S. No.

1 .

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

Description of papers. Pa§e Ngs,

7.

8.

9.

Application

Letter of saccessfil candidates 
d t .25.3.85 who successfully completed 
the written test held on 3.2.1985.

Copy of Notice dated 1.4.85 drawing 
yp a Panel of 9 for the post of 
Welfare Labour Inspector.

of applicant’ s prorootion as adhoc 
Helfare Labour Inspector by letter 
dated 22,5.85.

Copy of applicant’ s representation 
dt. 10.7.85 to Divisional Railway 
74anager, Northern Eailway, Lucknow,

\ L

17

18

Copy of General Manager (P) decision 
in case of regalarisation pn the post 
of Senior Clerk of incumbent working on^g 
adhoc for more than 3 years.

Copy of identity slip dated 13.10.89 
for appearing in written test on
14.10.89.

Copy of list of persons eligible to 
appear in written test on 18.11.89 
as circulated by the Dy.Chief 
Mechanical Engineer on 8.11.89.

Copy of representation dated 9 ,10 .89  
to Divisional Railway Manager,
Northern Hailway, Lmcknow.

S J
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Ir the Central Administrative Tribvanal, 
Lucknow Bench, iiticknow.

• R,..:

0.A.NO. of 1989 (t)

Gopi l^ath Tiwari.

Versus

Union of India and <aftothers.

------ Applicant

----- Respondents

DETAILS QF APPLICATM

i  Particvalars of the applicant :

(i) Blame of the applicant :) Gopi Nath Tiwari, son

(ii)Marae of father :) of Late Paras Math

(iii)Age of the applicant ;) Tiwari, aged about 42

(iv)Uesignation and office:) years, Adhoc Welfare 
in which einployed. )

) Labour Inspector,
(v) Address for service o f:)

notices. ) Carriage & Wagon Shop,

Alambagh, Northern Hly, 

Lucknow, resident of
a

Manas Kagar, P. S. Krishn 

Nagar, Alarabagh, Lucknow

II. Particulars of the respondents:

(i) Name or designation of the 
respondents.

(ii)Office address of 
respondents.

y ' l

1. Union of India 
through General

) Manager, Northern
) Railway, Baroda
) Hou se, New ©%lhi.

2. Divisional 
Railway Manager 
Northern Railway, 
Lucknow,

1
3. % . Chief Mechanica 

Engineer, Carriage 
& agon Shop, 
Northern Railway, 
A1 arab ag h, Lu c know.

Ill, Particulars of the order against which 
application is made :
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The application is directed against the 

raoEi-regular! sat ion of the applicant on the post 

of Welfare Labour Inspector in the existing 

vacancy and also by his exclusion from the list 

of candidates eligible to appear in the written 

test for the post of ielfare Labour Inspector to 

be held on 18.11.1989.

IV. Jurisdiction of the Tribunal :

The applicant declares that the subject 

matter of the order is within the jurisdiction 

of the Tribunal,

Limitation ;

The applicant further declares that the 

application is within the limitation prescribed in 

Section 21 of the Administrative Tribunals Act,1985.

Facts of the case ;

The facts of the case are given below

1. That the applicant is at present working on 

adhoc basis as el fare labour Inspector in the 

Carriage 8 .^ agon Shop, Morthera Eailway, Alambagh, 

Lucknow, since 18.5.1985.

2. That the applicant was appointed as Clerk 

in Carriage S. VSagon Shop on 19.8.1971 on the 

basis of suitability test held by General Manager 

(P), Northern Hailway, Baroda Ifeuse, Mmi Delhi.



3. That the applicant was originally appoiEjted 

as Clerk in Saharanpiar Shahdra Light Railway
• -

under the then Martin S. Barn Company in 1 ^ 9  

on accotint of the take over of the aforesaid 

Railway being run by Martin & Burn Company. The 

applicant alongwith other employees were absoitoed 

in the Morthern Railway,accordingly the applicant 

was selected and posted as Clerk in Carriage 8. 

Wagon Shop, hSorthern Railway, Alambagh, Lticknow.

4. That the applicant was promoted from the 

post of Clerk to Senior Clerk on 1.10.

5. That the applicant appeared in selection 

test for the post of elf are Labour Inspector 

in Lucknow Division held by the Bivisional Railway 

Manager, JUicknow.The applicant was spared for 

the written test held on 3.2,1985 by Deputy Chief 

Mechanical Engineer by order dated 2.2.1985. He 

accordingly appeared in written test on 3.2.1985 

and was declared successful by the notice of 

©ivisional Railway Manager, Lucknow, dated 23.3,85 

and the applicant's name alongwith other successful 

candidates was circulated in Carriage a lagon Shop 

by letter dated 25.3.1985 for appearing in the 

oral test to be held on 26.3.1985. h photostat 

copy of letter dated 25.3.1985 is being annexed as

Annexure Mo. 1.

6. That the sanction strength on the post 

of elf are Labour Inspector in Lucknow Division

/
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is 15, oiiit of which 5 persons were already working 

as Welfare i'abour Inspector in Lucknow ii\rision. 

Tfeaas 10 vacancies were to be filled on the basis 

©f selection test.

V-

7, That the applicant was successful in 

written and oral test and on the basis of Divisional 

Railway Manager*s letter dated 23.3.85 circulating 

the names of successful candidates in the written 

test, the applicant’ s seniority position as 

evident from the date of appointraent, is at 

SI.No. 9 among the 12 successful candidates.

A

3. That inspite of the fact that 10 vacancies

on the post of flelfare Labour Inspector in kacknow 

Bivision were to be filled up on the basis of 

aforesaid selection test. A Panel of only 9 na®es 

was declared by notice dated 1,4.1985 by Divisional 

Personnel Officer. This included a Schedule Caste 

candidate. A photostat copy of the notice.dated

1.4.1985 drawing up a Panel of 9 for the post of 

elf are Labour Inspector is being annexed as 

j^nexure No> 2.

9. That on the resulting one vacancy the 

applicant was appointed as .1̂ elf are Labour Inspector 

on adhoc basis by the order of Divisional Railway 

Manager dated 8.5.1985, which was circulated by 

the Dy. Chief Mechanical Engineer, Carriage 8. Wagon 

Shop, Alarabagh, iacknow by his letter dated
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22.5.1985. A photostat copy of the ajSip3iiKati«« 

applicaat*s protaotioi  ̂ as adhoc lielfare Labour 

Inspector by letter dated 2 2 ,5 .1 ^ 5  is beisg 

annexed as Annexure tjlQ«3.

A-

10, That the applicant continyes to discharge 

his duties efficiently and satisfactorily as 

Welfare Labour Inspector with effect from

18,5.1985 on the basis of order of Divisional

Railway Manager dated 8.5,1985 as evident from 

the aforesaid letter of Dy, Chief Mechanical 

Engineer dated 22,5.1985.

11. That the applicant by his representation 

dated 10.7.1985 to the Divisional Railway Manager, 

iorthern Railway, Lucknow, pointed out that on 

the basis of his seniority he was entitled to 

be placed on the Panel of Welfare Labour Inspectors 

in the existing 10 vacancies, whereas actually 

only 9 vacancies were filled-up on the basis 

of the Panel declared by notice dated 1.4.1985.

The applicant accordingly requested that his

name be included in the aforesaid Panel and his
* t

adhoc prorootion as Welfare Labour Inspector be 

regularised. A photostat copy of the applicant's 

representation dated 10,7.1985 is being annexed as 

Annexure Mo.4.

12, That in terms of the various decisions 

of the General Manager, Northern Railway, Baroda 

House, New Delhi, Railway employees working



i

A,

A

c o r a t i n u Q W s l y  on a p o s t  o r  adhoc b a s i s  for more 

than 3 years are entitled for regalarisation 

ofi that post. These decisions o f  the General 

M am aqeT  are eqtaally applicable iri the case of 

the applicatat, who has been working for more 

t h a n  3 years as Welfare 2-abovar 2h spec tor on 

adhoc basis since 18.5,1985. A photostat copy 

of the General Manager (P) decision in case of 

regularisation on the post of Senior Clerk of 

ineaiiibent working on adhoc for more than 3 years 

is being annexed as Annexare Klo«5.

13. That in terras of aforesaid decisions 

which are applic^le and binding in the case of 

the applicant, he is entitled for regialarisation 

on the post of Welfare Labour Inspector as 

already stated above, the applicant is also 

entitled for regularisation in the existing 

vacancy on the basis of the selection test, 

which entitled hiia to be placed on the Panel 

declared on M  1.4.1985 in accordance with his 

seniority position.

14. That 5 vacancies on the post of Welfare
*

Labour Inspector have arisen dye to retirement 

and promotions on the next higher post of senior 

Welfare Labour Inspector to fill-tap these 5 

ancies, The Mvisional Railway Manager by 

his letter dated 18 .9 ^989  notified the written 

test to be held on 14.10.1989. The applicant
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was eligible for the said test and accordingly 

the applicant was spared to appear in the said 

written test and identity slip was issued to 

the applicant to en^le  him t© appear in the 

written test on 14.10.1989, A photostat copy 

of the identity slip dated 13.10,89 is being 

annexed as Annexure No,6.

> '

X

15. That the written test scheduled to be 

held on 14.10.39 was however postponed. Thereafter 

by another notice dated 25,10.39,, which w3s 

circulated in the office of Dy,Chief Mechanical 

Engineer, Al^bagh, Lucknow on 8,11,89, the 

written test is now fixed for 18,11,89. The 

applicant’ s n ^ e  hovjever has not been included 

in the said list of persons eligible to appear 

in the said written test to be held on 18.11,89.

A photostat copy of the list of persons eligible 

to appear in written test on 18.11.89 as circulated 

by the Dy.Chief Mechanical Engineer on 8 .11 ,89  is 

being annexed as Annexure Ko.7.

16. That the exclusion of the applicant's name 

from the list of persons eligible to appear in 

the written test on 13.11.89, is wholly arbitrary 

and malafide. The applicant as already stated 

above, was eligible to appear in the same written 

t earlier scheduled to be held on 14.10,89, 

when it was postponed.and as such the applicant 

cannot be excluded from the same written test 

to be held on 18,11.89.

f
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17, That the applicant made another representation 

dated 9. IQ. 1989 to Divisional Railway Manager, 

Northern Railway, Lacknow, through proper channel, 

claiming regular! sat ion on the post of Welfare 

Labour Inspector from which he was wrongly 

excluded from the Panel declared on 14.1985 and 

was thereafter appointed in the resulting vacancy 

on adhoc basis with effect from 13.5.1985. The 

applicant has continued to work as adhoc IS elf are 

Labour Inspector continuously and satisfactorily 

for more than 4^ years. He is, therefore, entitled

for regularisation as Welfare Ubour Inspector in 

teiras of various decisions of General Manager (P) 

particularly vide iteia fio. 215/88 of M.R. &ful3./P.M.M, 

(Annexure No. 5). A photostat copy of applicant s 

representation dated 9.1©.1989 is being annexed as

Annexure Bio. 8._

13. That aggrieved by the non-regularisation

of the applicant on the post of i^elfare Labour
f

Inspector in the existing vacancy and also by 

his exclusion from the list of candidates eligible 

to appear in the written test forthe post of Welfare 

L^our Inspector to be held on 18.11.1989, the 

applicant having no other alternative efficacious 

refoedy available to him has preferred this 

application on the following amongst other,

- G r o u n d s -

(A) B e c au se  the applicant is entitled for the

appointment _as Welfare Labour Inspector
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->■

A

■> c

on tile basis of his selection and placement 

ia the Panel dated 1.4,1985.

(B) Beeaase the applicant is entitled for 

regular!sation on the basis of his 

continuous and successful working on the 

post of adhoclielfare Labour Inspector 

since 18.5,1935 in terms of various 

decisions of General Manager (P).

(G) Because the applicant has been illegally 

and arbitrarily excluded from the written 

test for selection in the existing vacancy 

of Welfare Labour Inspector to be held on

18.11.1989 for which he is eligible.

¥11. Details of the remedies exhausted :

The applicant declares that he has availed 

of all the roaedies available to him under the 

relevant service rules etc*

¥111. Matters not previously filed or pending with 
any other court :

The applicant further declares that he had 

not previously filed any application, writ petition 

or suit regarding the matter in respect of which 

this application has been made, before any court 

of law or any other authority or any other Bench 

of the Tribunal and nor any such application, 

writ petition or suit is pending before any 

of the®.
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IX. Reliefs sougl^t s

( i )  TO  reg u lar iso  the  applica»>t on the

post of Welfare t*our*»sp,ector ir>

lackBOW Division In terms ®f various 

decisions of Qeneral Manager (P) on

the basis of his continuais and 

satisfactory woxkiiig 00 the p ^ t  of 

adhoc Helfare Labour Inspector.

X. Interim order, if aay prayed for :

Petjding final decision on the application,

the applicant seeks issue of the following interipij 

order ^

This Hon'ble Tribanal may be pleased to 

direct the respondents that n applicant nay be 

allowed to appear in the written test for the 

post of Welfare Labour Inspector to be held on

18.11.1989 for which he is eligible.

of the

1 K, ^  .  L  3 S " 6 ^ ^ )
1. m , of Indian Postal Order: , ^

7 . 6 (y O 3  b ' ^

2. Naiae of the Issuing Post Office:

3. Date of issue of Postal Order: 3- n - 0J

4. Post Office at which payable:



- It-

1

XII, List of eraclostares:

1. Letter ©f successful candidates dated 

25*3.85 who sticcessfully cc®jpleted the 

writteia test held o r  3,2,1985.

2. Copy of Notice dated 1.4.1985 drawing 

a Panel of 9 for the post of Welfare 

Labour Inspector,

.

.1-

3. Copy of applicant’ s promotion as adhoc 

’Welfare Laboar Inspector by letter 

dated 22.5.85,

4. Copy tef applicant's representation dated 

10,7,85 to Divisional Railway Manager, 

fiorthern Railway, Lucknow.

5. Copy of General Manager (P) decision in 

case of regia lari sat ion on the post of 

Senior Clerk of incureibent working on adhoc 

for laore than 3 years,

6. Copy of identity slip dated 13.10.89 for 

appearing in written test on 14.10.89,
I
I
I

7. Copy of list of persons eligible to appear 

in written test on 18.11.89 as circulated 

by the Dy,Chief Mechanical Engineer on 8,11,89,

Copy of representation dated 9 ,10 .89  to 

Divisional Railway Manager, Northern Railway, 

Lucknow,



V
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Verification*

,L

i; Gopi lath Tiwari, a§ed ^o ut 42 years, 

sora of Late Paras ^^ath Tiwari, posted as adhoc 

Welfare Labour Inspector,' Carriage & l^agoR Shop, 

Alaisbagh, Northern Eailway, Lycksow, resident 

Qf Manas feiagar, P.S. Krishna Magar, Alambagh, 

Lticknow, do hereby verify that the contents of 

paras ^̂ rae to my

personal knowledge and paras

believed to be tnae on legal advice and that I

have not s<appressed any laaterial fact.

Dated: .11.1989.

Place; Lucknow.

pi i cant.

-"If’
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■\s- r
tr" ^ 
O S 

It -(r tr

^  3TCRr 5r¥t  ̂ ^  31>̂
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3^^ 35T? ifT ^qiTT T̂T

R̂T̂ 't !̂T f̂ qĝ r ( ) ^T ^Tfer fê TT ^qiTT 3^q^ CfT

^  ^1 q=̂  cF?

9̂5̂ 0̂  5T̂ T n l ?{#gn ^sft^R I

37t? ^rft I ^  Ht ^  ^

57T 3?q^ q^l^T? \ ŜTjq- 3T̂ FT

^  q^ ^  I §^fo^q ^^T^^^TTJTT foT^ f ^ T  fe

RFfTUI q^ ^TfT 3TT̂  I

Ml



In the Central Administrative Tribunal, 
Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

O.A.N0. of 1989(L)

Gopi Nath Tiwari.

Versus

Union of India and others.

■Petitioner

•Opp-parties

List of Enclosures.

S.No, Description of papers. Page Nos.

1.

' V:

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

Letter of successful candidates 
d t .25.3.85 who successfully 
completed the written test held 
on 3.2.1985.

Copy of Notice dated 1 .4 .85 drawing ( 
up a Panel of 9 for the post of 
Welfare i-dDOur Inspector.

Copy of applicant's promotion as * 
adhoc Welfare Labour Inspector by W  ‘
letter dt. 22.5.85.

Copy of applicant’ s representation 
dt, 10.7.85 to Divisional Railway .n
Manager, Northern Railway,Lucknow, ' ^  '

Copy of General Manager (P) decision 
in case of regularisation on the post 
of Senior Clerk of incumbent working on|^. 
adhoc for more than 3 years.

Cfepy of identity slip dated 13.10.89 
for appearing in written test on
14.10.89.

Copy of list of persons eligible to 
appear in written test on 18.11.89 
as cirailated by the Dy.Chief 
Mechanical Engineer on 8.11.89.

Copy of representation dated 9 .10 .89  
to divisional Railway Manager, 
Northern Railway,Lucknow.
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In the Centr|^ Administrative Tribunal 
Lucknow'Bepcfe, Luci<now.

Gopi Nath Tiwa,®i. \p.\............... Applicant
Vs.'"

Union of India & others.

Anne XU re No.

-Respo

NORTHERN RMOSflY 

OFFICE OF THE DY.C-M •£•( W) ,C R, W SH)P5,^Hy,V« UJCKNO’V,
^  »

No. DQAE/742/pt.VII
Dated  ̂ "•3.8'i.

The Office Suptdtf. Estt, ( l ) i ( i l ) ,
Th« Office Suptd^«|Pay Bill Section,
C i  W shopsy/tov*Ijucknow*

Reg: •  Select ion of W^*L*I grade R« .4 r«; ) ,

Reft- DRM/Uco .««  letter No . 752e / t f^A’ u /*? elect ton/ 
. . d;?ted 23 *3 .8 5 .

-,,t

The following st?»ff ot this vjotkshop have feeen 
passed written te^t of Wll gr?de rs»425-$4 0(r^^ vide 
DW/Uco.^s letter under reference«The oral te«t,in thli 
regard i« scheduled to be hel« on 2 6 ,3.85^^'Hccorr^lnqly 
under noted staff are required to be *^oared well In time 
^  enable th«o attend the ŝ >me.

$/Shri Ram Pher

S.C.Srivastva 
. .^j4L*N.Tewarl

S .P .^ i^^h  f

hc/ ei ■ 

hc/ et t
Sr. Clerk/PB.

HCAhop C

J
Copy to

for Dy .C ,M .H .rw ),
C8, W s hops, V «luck novv•

\
qs/shop C »nd 0<?A,iJ|pe Office ,^mv.IJco. fo' 
infofinnation snd n/section.

2. cVDy.C .M .E>(W ) ,.«mv. ^
n/action . Ples^e send the CRs of the nbove 

named ewploV®^® "^^e nRM/lko* feefoTe . ♦
2§th/4 M arch* 85 Inconnectlon w5.+ h the selection 
of Wll« to be held on -^bcves^ld d^>te.

Aitested/ e Copy

i .-HUKlA 

Advoci. ;x

I :r
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Gopi Nath Tiwari. ' , \ .̂.............. Applican^

Vs.
Union of India & others. ............... Responde

In the Central Administrative Tribunal
Lucknow Bench, ..Lucknow,

k

,v .

'o„ 76r:i!yiJ'y WL]

ui vijionax O f f ic f  * 
Lu.cknov/
-t, lot 35

T, T . ’  ̂ result of <jt-lPctlon h(=Id for th^ post nf
Wplfare Inspectors G;-, £40 a-.S)  ̂ th? foljowii!^:
persons hpve been pi^c>^^ on pf.npi-J

i "  Pralac Hriyy.stava Cler’4/ i€hO/LKO
■ Sh, Keti Lai

•3, Sh, Sukhendra Pal Sineh 
■4, Sh, Harfj B^;1oai

‘ 5a ■ Sh. fic.ini Pher

6, Sh. Tej Bahadur Singh

7, Sh. Suresh Chandra Sriv^strv;'
■ 3. Shr Basant Lai Shah ,(ST)

!■ 
N :

r

Sr.Clerk/CHI/CB 
Hd, C r!v' Dy ,0114/' '̂ / V 
A3-hoc ¥LI/ ACkt^c'3 ’■ ' ' 
Hd. Ci --ry Dy, CAE/ A'-iV ; 
Sr.. C 1 o rk/ '•> W O / B.j 

Hdo Ci-rlv Dy. Gî S.-'
AcJ-.-he.'(j P I /L a O,

■ Sita Ram, a SG c.-ndid,-''te for the ,qbove

appi-Qved for bein,^ D.rorfioted on -d-

training against the res-^rved roaster poinv; :fcr

following posting orders P.re made for ^
immediate ?coffipli.pncp.- " xux

3- Cl) Shri ^irendra Pj^atap Srivastava is proKotvd and ■ '
■ posted as Welfare Inspector Gr.4"!.5_&I0 (RS) Pt 

• v^ucknov- we will;look after the following st
Loco Sh-d/Li^J, C&W/L.KO, RBL-?BHSee„, PBIi.PRG/fea

5 PTid. i;L .I':v'5,:'cl,, ) Spction.j 

( < )  S r r i  K e t l  L a i  and o o s f .» i  , s

s 'n ivZ
S c n c o l s ,  = , =nd c - l 't s 'r 'o n t r . '” ' "

urairina^Win;^ ;i» v U l  ' '

J ; 1$ pt'ste.J PS Hd.Clerk
s»mortty  ^ ’ Ction scoor.jlng.to his

' ®  .IS ’i  Is  pi'or-ot-̂ d sni Dost?d

r . U ;  1 n„ ^ 1 ’’ Shop/ AMVT'r ver si ng loc al ’ arr ang einon t, • ■

Grade
' ;  •'** ■  ̂ ^ sTor ICS ho p i s r p ?a 1 p r 1 s ed on. t He

Sc'T:‘~ post;. ■■ -. ■

k'. i

a
■ ri:

contd. . . . .  :y.

L. P. sni

...
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Ifc >.-111 r<'li >7!> Shrl SO Shrrna who is posted as 
F d .Q l '!  r k /L i  ti f- Jt 'o T  C,.-l), Ho w i U  >)| s s p p o i a l l y  

l l : ; ,  ,.; ,/n ,! .  th- L'bour Tribunal

C = ,^ < .s .' -all’, a l ' o  ;-i>l v . ! t h  t h ;

■ c o p c i l i  f i t i o n  i / : i t ' a  ['12/1- uP' : ;<^r

w £ - i ? d / M G s  m a 

t ? . ;  o : o T i o S r  V ' ; ; . . , ? « ;  ' p . : - l a a i n g  P B H  &

Zi'J.'-J ,cT • ■ '••••/ o

(7) Shrl Eur^nh Ch.rdra Srlvastnya i;

l ,n  i - , y o ■ - ' . L J . . - ^

( 8 )  Cbrr B,g.ntL^l_Shah (ST)
n-:;roc'‘'or  :.tt>,4/’ o - m .  ^

no^tp;i at LiCG. pnd'Gtyt: ,-rnAC: ■

'(KvrGl.) 0 •

(9) Shri Sltn^H,m.(SO) l .  r^oriotod^M

P '  ■'jili • ? ^ ‘’sioHsV oAi'is ijostea uniif-ys ■ ?3;;
Kjfca' !*::-V ; ■■

,  EV..'.-;r.r S - .V .L . I . s  r '- l '/ ,  S/Shrl ML Gupta,
; 3- ' , t-xx....- ., ,̂  , . ’ 1 h~r,(,.^forxn i '■'i'fciRi In-.

■ following Uu•’.:1 os -

1.  aupta, SVLI in G r ,7 r ^ .^ (R S )  « i f  ̂ HQ^at^BSB

■ : % c r ' A J ' s > : u  ' . ) .  « i n
of -h-i T3 Singh,

aiTTi MTj Quota-

vf il lo pft

th- ■': ions

Cl'Vn-rvi?

n tr /-N
I"',J0 :11'': t -

vor- l̂n? r;3 bvcr-ta?K' .

no'i-D ?y*-" ::.■?='tin-̂3.

3-

^  g f . i v - t / /  t , _ j c J y c J ''

Gontd,. .-.3/-

^̂ nfCQl i ti.(>

(kA k A —

L. P. Si-iUKLA 

Advocate



Promo-tions to Gr, £50-750 (r?S) 
against upgraded posts dan to -
03 orderea sGparatply,. ' " " ' ’ "

., . staff boinr. rolip^/ed bv the abov-

upgraded d o s !:s
^ u e  to  C a d r e  r o s  t r a c t a ^ l n g  r o o o r d i M ^  , 

S€p arate-h,'’ ■whicn ease? i:-; "  r o c ’̂ s;-:,-.

\

r

DII/ISTONAu PER^oy;b;.

\y /

Copy forwarded for information tor,-

l- All Officers and 3r„ Subordi nator on LjfO vn 
i, J. /<3dl.C,M,0./ClVLackrov "' “

3- M d l0 C. M, E ^ / L o co '^orkr:'hor)/CB/I.ncIfnow 
Dy„ C, M. E,/CS^]i S h o p s /  a a i n b n g h / L a c ’̂rov:

C!. C, S,/>I''iV/Lu 3>-:r;0v 

fi- P?;.nolpf:I tyjtom T„ehritc,il Schoo3/CB/I,ucktiow
;™ -̂o iio-'-/uivLi.iCanou,

_______

£-i.' K^h^,7A

;S  Mo' A- <^^T!

C::^}

L . P . S H ^ ” - -----------------
Ac3vi.. <
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Gopi Nath Tiwari. ------ Applicant
Vs.

Union of India & others.

In the Central Administrative iridunai
Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

.Resa0f\3ent^

®r.3u ffb-a c<f,

2 2 ^ 9 8 5 .

1 ' J ^ /

yV-

4:
r

■ V

L- P. SH ’ (̂  / lî '̂ 2. (4  7jj
Advo..,. --___________J _
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Gopi Nath Tiwari. ....................Applicant

Vs.
Union of India & others.  ------ Respondents

In the Central Administrative Tribunal
Lucknow Bench, Lucknow. ( \

Annexure No.

To,

ihe Divislonei Hailv/ey Manager,
N, Rly, Lucknov.

Res]#ected Sir,

Through;-Pro»er Channel

B u b ; - S E L E C T I O K  F O K  T H E  P O E T  O F  VLI.Gr.'>;^.4^5.640(RS),

« • •  •

Hef;-Your notice N o .752E /lA /W L I,dt .1 .4 .S5 ,
\

•  •  ♦ • •

With due respect and humbly^submission,I beg to lay 
down the following few lires for your syRflathptic consider* 
at io n ;-

1. That as a result of selection held by your o ffice ,I 
quelilied in the written test for the saKe vide your lettei 
I<o«762S/lA/Iiit Mrikshak/Chayan, dt* 22*3.85 and also aaiear* 
ed in viva-cocc test held on 2 6 ,3 ,8 5 ,

t

2* That as ]ier your notice, under reference,a panel of 9 
persoHS was declared as against 10 persons,Thus one vacan­
cy was left unfiliea,

3# That I was the 9th candidate in order of seniority,

4* That due the reason best known to your goodself.ray 
naae was not placed on panel of WLI,Gr.%.425-S4©(Kf') 
although a vacancy till exist and rather pro/rotinf /ne 
on regular basis ,! have been promoted as such on adhoc 
basis,for a period of 3 fsonths vide your notice Ko,752S/
A, Ill /S W il , dt, 8,5# 85, This adhoc-srrnn»er3ent is likely 
to expire on 19, ;^,8b,

Under the circumstances explained above,! request 
that my naae aBsyk aay kindly be interpolated in the 
panel of WLI,0r,fte,425-G40(Rf.)already declared and my 
adhoc promotion be repularised froti: the very date,it 
was ordered.

Thanking a oblire.

iours faltr.fully,

. n . T l i W A K i )

W . i., I / D y ,C * M £ «  s O f f i c e ,  

C & k  S h  0  ® s , A e  V /  Lk  © ,

U P . SHU K I

Advocai-c



In the Central Administrative iriDunai
Lucknow Bench, Lucknow. 

Gopi Nath Tiwari.
Vs.

Union of India & others.

I? '

-Applicant

-Respondents

I

^ 1 5 /8 8 * ’ DCO£/Ai.,V/

• • • •

D^/Afflv « s e  reopemied again and dlsc'jssed in the 
cnoYHi'l meeting.It wa:, revseltd that enployeec com ernrd are
-'■Clhu) ^^tinuously officlatins in Sr.SaoiofiC ( I " A a 20c ! " 4C

thcrcf.r. it not considered 
necessary to svbject them again tc suitability test

G r ade. It was further decided 
that they m y  bs regularised fr .ju the dats they have

continuous adhoc officiatinq in 
^r.330-D60 (Ri))/i20G-2040 (RPS ) .However Sri Mauria will 
re.iiain senior to all t'lfoe anrjloyeGs in t^rrnc o-f .yMxyi 
^'uprsme Court JudgGn-nUfjnal; . ^

' K

■'■-V

Aileslfifl/Tnie Copy 

0/
L. p. S H U K ’ /

Advoti- A



Gopi Nath Tiwari. ------ -Applicant
Vs.

Union of India 8> others. -------- Respond

In the Central Administrative Tribunal
Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

Annexure No.

XDBMTm SLIP

In terms of IKM/LKO’s letter No. 752-B/6A^LI dated l8o9.89 

Shri Designation ^

whose signature is appended below is allowed to appear in 

the written test to bbeheld at 10-00 hrs. on lif.IO.89 at 

system Tech* Sehool, Charbagh, Lueknow, in cannection with 

Welfar^e Inspector Gr. Bs* 1^00-2300 CrP)*

for E17.C.M .B. (y ) ,
C<SSfJ Shops,Alainbagh, lucknow,

^Signature of the Candidate.

ICaunter signed^l^^J)a/SS 
jconcerned.

j(A/11.10,89)
-x-x-x-

IDBMTITY SLIP

Interms of lEM/LKG's letter No. 752-S/6A^LI dated 1 8 , 9*89

i.hri (Q . Designation, ' CO

^Jyhose signature is appended below, is allowed to appear in 

the written test to behheld at 10-00 hrs on lV .IO .89 at 

System Tech. School, Charbagh, Ltcknow, in cannection with 

Welfare Inspector Gr. Rs. 1^ 0-2300 (rP).
■■ 'NI

\ r >  _

for Dy.C.M.E. (W), /  
C&W dhopSjAlarabagh, Lucknowi

Hl:es Tree P)

Sjignature of the Candidate

! ^ 00^-

Caunter signed 1 
concerned.

<Ja/11-10~89)

' /

L.P.SHi^
Advottii*

hft-U

-x-x-x-
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In the Central Administrative Tribunal 
LAJcknow Bench, Lucknow.

Gopi Nath Tiwari. ----- -Applicant
Vs.

Union of India 8. others. ------ Re-i

Annexure No.

\

89

NORTHERN RAILVvAY 
Offi'ce of the Dy, G.M.E. (Vv)̂  C & W Shops, Alambagh, Lucknow,

taff Order No. /  >»f 1989 Dat§d : Nov. ^  , 1989.

ĵ Vv'LI) dt. 25,.J0«89 the folloving group~C st ff of these vorks are 
'iDeing spared for the selection for the post of Vi/LI Grade Rs.
. 1400-2300 (RPS) to be held on 18.11.89 at 2 P.M. at system Technical 
School N.Rly CB/LKO , The staff being directed to appear at the 
written test^ should be given proper indentity slips duly signed by 

. there immediate supervisors/incharge/officers to enable them to z_ 
at the test. The staff consined should also be told that no 

j/'suplymentry test will be held, i  c//ie.cKA.

Sr. 
No, *

Name
/

Design?.tion Selection.

Shri R.A.Naqavi , Sr.Clerk Rolling Stock
Shri Mohtashim Abbas Sr.Typist Type
Shri J.K.L.Srivastava Sr.Clerk E IV
Shri P.K.Ghos'h Sr.Clerk Welfare
Shri Bhaqwan Sahai Sr .Clerk Time Office
Shri Prhlad Yadav Sr.Clerk Time Of rice
Shri Swami Saran Sr .Clerk Shop-E
Shri Devandra Sr.Clerk Settlement
Shri Udai Raj Bharti Sr.Clerk E IV
Shri M.K.Sinha Sr.Clerk .General
Shri Arvind Kumar Sr.Clerk ^ Lrgai
S’hrimati K.Jasra Sr.Clerk Production
Shri Gopal Shukla Sr.Clerk Time Office
&hri Amir Mian Sr.Clprk SMDC

’ 3’.

1-I:
I

I'l.
12.
13.
1'4.

Case No.DCME/748/WLI 
Dated: 2  /ll/l989

\

for Dy.CME 'W» cavv Shops 
Alambaoh Lucknov,

1. Sr. Divl. Personal Officer N.R^y, LKO for information 
in reference to hi^ notice No.752/E /6 /l  (WLI) dt. 25.10.89 
It is also inform that item No, 8 to 10 of your list 
Sri R.S.Sharma, Sri Anil Kumar Singh and Sri N.P.Sexena 
have since been promoted as Hd.Clerk in Grade Rs. 
1400-2300 (RPS),

2 , OJ/E-1 , E-III E IV Pay Bill, General, Productiqn,
Time Office, SS/ShopE, SMDC Amv for information S. n/actione 
They will please spare the staff concerned.

rue

L. P. SHUKI 
Advoci.,„<

/ ] 4
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jOitice of the ,C (W)»CSc/'i, S.i .

Qs#<^t lSlv*DCMcl/74<i/WLl

^ ,A »W /I> w O .

DatsiU  S' I'JuV'wiJ

T C «  C O w  D A V i .p v p fo o iu i^ *  I.

Ni*«752/£;/6/1 (wLl5'>*^t25 *io«ti9 i& to âx̂ .
i«a.vi*“«atAC'ii vii*u iisiC*£*ja«Xjr v*ctiuu^

X i s t  <5i- ttie

P nA u  8||(

£Ui Dx *C»W»iii« JlA V j

Cttw ai; 4-^tWx No*752/B/6/ i CWLi)vAt;,25/fc>#<^9 sx
&ifiCw£N,«Hi^T']Li*W tu t*i<3P/#C.Wi (W)# COi-i otn̂ ^r; *̂

i .« £  ttt«  ^ U fe t  o i  W w ui.«are  lii^t^s^c to r  ks,  1 4 0 0 - 2 ^ 0 0

(KPS)^i* written test to o e  oa l<s,lx.89*

I'

Toe wx'ittea e.î r»â iv̂ tigi:i Oi o^^ve ^niXiCtiori ti-wU to be'iiexa on 
vioe ^^ttei ox* even iuwnC>er a^tea id *9.69 ^id *;ost^onea -ixi 

iuiptfter brdtsrs wixx ftOw Joe, t>e*u osi lti*il*ii9 at 2 P «M «»t. Sj"&t«{o Ts;.cA 

îoax.N.K î-.AW î',C*iciC*-«i<a# liiGJWiOw,Ta« J^eiâ  airectea to
in the wiittea test i»ftwaxa x)e’̂ xveii *.£c»t-<si

- iij th&xr xvxasax^ta i^f^mzvlsors/incn^^es/ottict^ris to oi*>Ĵ xe
toecJ to ix* the te^st.liiswactioiit* coxitaiaeo- in this office

, . iettfeX 13,9»Q9 ^ouxu strictx/ oe ^uaered to,.

. ;■; I it is a coivetitive eA*-mindtion' com̂ r̂isin-s tne statt or
;. gil^sjrenti anita a«*.<^Ui^at6»/riw teat will t»e neia, ,

'tDii«ieiwr« ui«i iiicavrfyeii»/wt*iceti> «xe xe^iUeatsa to ex*sure that
the a«,te ut wi^itteu tei-t'vx<;,io^ll.d9 is uOtiu>>/ «ii the st^ti 
. txieau - -

Jt is «-.._4.v wye^xieu th«t the -twiix wno h^ve ceeu */£oxnoteo in 
hl^ner ox to ^i«we ns* 1^00-2300 (r<PS)v#n xewjuxux
*i«&is hvt *je uxicCtsia W«rr<»'-x xii the i»exection (wxitten test)
iUf£ the (»Vst Qt W a^cX G X *4«»* i<ipQ*»2'3pO {̂ <Pk3) •

ilOTSj-It ww**xa oe tixe oati uk 'seitivx sa*-o£iaj.n»*t̂ s cwiiCeii.w- tn^t-

. (4) WhX4.e issaijrî *<3 •92'# it ce xu lqu iuK ^t
tile' ' tt*e xwi{Q 'Chctt ê v̂<̂ o/ee ûwi to â ^̂ viwu. jjexo-e tne 
^xec;;>iOii uomXU ua

(ii) , li* Cvw»e# *t**xi 0iJtaii*‘G,92*ii'^**i v^xj-ice/othexth ĵ:i one 
lo waic*i he is eflvxo^eu^this st^tt „iii iae aaty'^-kh-. to ^ive decl- 
^«tioii thvit.he is hot te'-î iirea to »ktteiiOL vini selection within the 
he^t two weeits* - .

<iii) It  si'wujuo. «i.sw to oruu^nt to the notice o£ Executive 
'0£x<»ce£ Uiiu^x WiwRi the eA^xoyuie xs i>*<.»xivxny •»>«> tii.it he Can
^ ^ t  eflj^iOiee is Sr*vM̂ ea wexx^ih ti«*s»

(iv) P«M,c^ oxe awt consi4 e4:cia ©txiiicient tor Jssence from
■ se^ctioi)/6Uit*ii^xxxc^ tests «tia wixx be supu^riii' xej^oted,

Cuf^ ' to «ux D .M*os on ]>cJUiUw Dxvisioii foj: inxoirm«tiw/n,L-iu-t 
at st^f/retiaiineQ to ai*̂ *;ear in tne swiectxun (written test) is enaor.v-aa 

tv tne D.M.Oi^ wxtii tne instruction that ir «n/ or the emriv^yees 
is reterrea to tiieukhe snouxct .be e^^ined oy tne DMO/>»̂ iO <̂ îo snŝ aj a 
cextiiy wu» to the v^huineiiess ^  tae wxciciieŝ  v*.̂  tne en̂ îj-J-t̂  w't 
tne e*ti*<xoyee tw tne s*ixecfcicuri oo^a on tne pjceseri''-;̂
a*»te-.

E / 8 1 1 0 9

\l
rae

L-P. s h u k l a

Advocate

/]
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V,

Gopi Nath Tiwari.

In the Central Administrative Tribunal
Lucknow Bench, Lucknow,

Applicant
Vs

8
Union of India S. others.

Annexure No,

To,

The Divisienal Railway Manager 
Northern Railway,
Lucknow.

(Threugh Proper Channel)

Sir.

Insp.Grade &.

• • « • •

Respectfully I beg to state that:-

I appeared in the selection f®r the above post ©n 3 2 85 
in response to your letter No.752E/IA /i/selection dt 15 I 85 
and was declared successful as a result.

caUed f©r viva voce test ©n 26 .3 .85  alcngwitn 
other successful candidates.

Against 10 vacancies a panel of 3 men was aiisiKxM decl- 
Ho .752EAa A is  dated 1 . 4 . 8 5 ^ ; * ™

 ̂ of about 1^ month I, was also promoted on
adhoc basis as there were 10 vacancies,

for been declared ^
time.Had the panel been 

formed for lO men I would have been included then a there.

425-6^/l40G®2^^r+J am continuously forking as WLI Gr.Rs. 
an+ T the entire satisfaction of ray superiors.

1 4 a o .8 9 r  held ^

that I have already 
? as WLI for more then 4 yrs as such I should be regular-

pnSIpk 4. t decision vide item No,215/88 of NRMU/
PNM(Photo copy attached).There sre many othsr such decision

than la officiated on adhoc basis for more
any test regularized without subjecting to

view of the above,it is earnestly orayed that I may 

18.5^85 reg>jlarizGd as WLI W .E.F.

Thinking you,

Yours faithfully

(G.N.Tiwari)
Gftg.WLI/CiW

nitQ

! / ^  ■

P. Sfi I! y  :

Shops ,AravAko. 

rne Csr,̂

S]
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BEFORE THE HON'BLE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
LUCKNOW BENCH, LUCKNOW.

M.P. No of 199

Union of India § Others . . .  APPLICANTS/ 
RESPONDENTS

In Re:
Original^Application No. 319 of 1989(L)

G.N. Tewari
VERSUS

Union of India § Others

. . .  APPLICANT 

. . .  RESPONDENTS

it,

APPLICATION FOR 
CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING SHORT COUNTER REPLY

The Applicants / Respondents most respectfully 

beg to submit as under

That the Short Counter Reply could not be' 

filed in response to the Notice, within the time 

specified by this Hon'ble Tribunal due to reasons 

beyond the control of the Answering Respondent. 

The delay is not deliberate and as such the delay 

may be condoned.

\
■4'

Place
Dated

Therefore, it is most respectfully prayed that 

r the reasons stated above, this Hon'ble Tribunal 

pleased to condone the delay in filing the 

Short Counter Reply and take the Short Counter 

Reply on record of the Hon'ble Tribunal in the 

interest of justice.

Lucknow 
OCT 1992

(ASIT KUMAR CHATURVEDI) 
Advocate

COUNSEL FOR THE APPLICANTS/RESPONDENTS

. 4,
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BEFORE THE HON'BLE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
LUCKNOW BENCH, LUCKNOW.

M . P .  N o . l l ^  199J, 

Union of India § Other ... A P P L I C A N T S /  

R E S P O N D E N T S

In Re:
Original Application No. 3\9J of

V E R S U S

Union of India § Others

... A P P L I C A N T

. . . R E S P O N D E N T S

APPLICATION FOR 
DISMISSAL OF THE ORIGINAL APPLICATION

V

\:- The Applicants / Respondents most 

respectfully beg to submit as under

That in view of the facts, reasons and 

circumstances stated in the Statement, it is 

expedient in the interest of justice that the 

Original Application filed by the Applicant 

before this Hon'ble Tribunal may be dismissed.

:v
Therefore, it is most respectfully prayed 

that this Hon'ble Tribunal may be pleased to 

dismiss the Original Application filed by the 

Applicant in the interest of justice.

Place : Lucknow 
Dated : OCT 1992

(ASIT KUMAR CHATURVEDI)
Advocate

COUNSEL FOR THE APPLICANTS/RESPONDENTS
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IN THE HON'BLE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
IN THE HUN jg^cH, LUCKNOW.

npTP.THai. application  No . S19 OF 1989[L)

G.N. Tewari

VERSUS

Union o£ India  ̂ Others

. . .  APPLICANT

. . .  RESPONDENTS

SHORT COUNTER REPLY 
ON T̂ F.HALF OF THE r£SPONDENTS_

I, P.K. Agarwal, aged about 36 years, 

S/oSi^N , presently working as

Deputy Chief Mechanical Engineer (W ), Northern 

Railway, C  ̂ W Shops, Alambagh, Lucknow, is 

competent to file Counter Reply on behalf of 

Respondents, and as such, is fully conversant 

with the facts and circumstances of the Case. 

The Deponent has read and understood the 

contents of the Original Application and 

states hereinafter.

That the Competent Authority has decided that 

the name of the Application be interpolated at 

Item No. 8, which is below Shri S.C. 

Jrivastava and above Shri Basant Lai Shah, in 

^:he Panel of Welfare Labour Inspector in the

G!&W^iiopsAMVLko.



records. The legal parts of the Paras are 

based on legal advice received which is 

believed by me to be true and correct.

Verified this, the day of October

1992, at Lucknow.

- 3 -



Grade of R s . 425-640(RS)/Rs. 1400-2300(RPS) ,

through Order dated 27th May 1991. A copy of 

the Order dated 27th May 1991 is being annexed 

as ANNEXURE No. 1 to this Short Counter Reply.

2 . That consequently the Applicant has been 

regularised as Welfare Labour Inspector w .e .f . 

18th May 1985 . The Applicant has been given 

proforma fixation of seniority and pay as 

Senior Welfare Labour Inspector in the Grade 

of Rs.1600-2600 w .e .f . 29th August 1989.

3. That the Applicant will draw salary in the 

Cadre of Rs.1600-2600 w .e .f . 27th May 1991 and 

as such, no arrears of pay will be payable to 

him for the period from 29th August 1989 to 

26th May 1991.

Place

Dated

LUCKNOW 

3 OCT 1992

)EPONENT)

Dy. dMef RlecB. Engineer (w) 

C & W Shops AHV Lko.

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

I, the Deponent above named, verify that 

the contents of paragraphs 1 to 3 of this 

Short Counter Reply are true and correct to my

- 2 -



r
V i

knowledge derived from information 

records. The legal parts of the Paras are 

based on legal advice received which is 

believed by me to be true and correct.

Verified this, the day of October

1992, at Lucknow.

>r

'' ■

- 3 -
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■ NORTHEl^ RAILWAY 

Mo:752E/6/i/WLI

N O T I C E

DIVISIONAL OFFICE 
LUCKI^W: Dt. 27/5/91.

Puri^uant to t h e  direction issued by Hois’bie CAT 
ircuit Bench, Lucknow, in O A  No,319 of i989(L) ,®opij 

^ath Tewari versus Union of India & others, the case of 
Shri G.NoT ewari was considered by the corapjatent authority 
and accordingly it has been decided that the name of Shri
3.N,Tewari may be interpolated at Item N o . 8, that is 
Delow Sri S u r e s h  Qiandra Srivastava and above Sri B'asant 
tal Siiaii, in the panel of WLI in grade te,425-640(RS) / 

1 4 0 0 - 2 3 0 0 ( R P S ) , announced through this office letter- 
of even number dated 1.4,85,

; Consequent on the aforementioned interpolj^ifc^
Shri G.N,Tewari is hereby regularised as WLI in grade 
Rs.4 2 5 - 6 4 0 (a s) w.e.f* 1 8 ^ 5 , 8 5 ^

A c c o r d i n g l y  by virtue of the aforementioned 
position Sri G,N„Tewari is allowed p r o f o r m a 'promotion 
seniority and fixation of pay as SWLI in grade ft:, 1600- 
^660(RPS) w.e.f. 29,8.89 i.e. the date of promotion 
bf his junior Shri Sita Ram as SWLI in grade [Is. 1600- 
2660(RPS) w.e.f. 29.8.89 interms of P . S , N o . 2709. Sri 
T<jwari will, however, draw his pay in grade 1600-2660
(RPS) w.e.f, 27.5.91 only. No arrears will be paid to him
'or the period from 29.8.89 to 26.5.91.

This has the approval of competent authority.

r'!'

Copy to i-

for Sr.Di-vl;P^sonnel Officer 
Lucknow.

Dy.rylE(W) ,C8.W Shops ,Alambagh, Lucknow
S W L I i C ) . D R M’s Office, Lucknow.
Shri G.N.Tewari,SWLI,C&W Shops,Alambagh,Lucknow.

i! f-
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V A K A L A T N A M A

Before

7 %  T^/'boHol, a r a u .^  Ib^ak,

!n the Coisrt of

O - P i .  N o .  ^  / ^ 8 9  

Piyjz^-h^ 2.3-B-^o
DrfSiref’^ A  7 ^̂ -Ooa;

Versus

- 5 ^ . : ®  6/>u,'<rv, d  3>u.-c

Claimant

A p p dkn T

PetitioBCr̂

Respondent

The President of India do hereby appoint and authorise Shri.. /'C.> .C.- ^ J ly

■ -  4 '

L ; -V^/. ./.......................  
y V T U L

to appear, act, apply, plead in and prosecute the above fescritJed suit/appeSl/proceedings on behalf of the Union 

y . India to file and take back documents, to accept processes of the Court, to appoint and instruct 

counsel, Advocate or Pleader, to withdraw and deposit moneys and generally to represent the Union of India in 

the above described suit/appeal/proceedings and to do all things incidental to such appearing, acting applying 

 ̂'  ‘ Pleading and prosecuting for the Union of India SUBJECT N E V E R T H E L E S S  to the condition tliat unless express 

#auii|pnty in that behalf has previously been obtained from the appropriate Officer of the Government of India, the

■ said Counsel/Advocatc/Pleader or any Co'uncil, Advocate or Pleader appointed by him shall no^ withdraw or 

withdraw from or abandon wholly ' or partly the suitMppeai/claim/defence/proceedings against all or any 

defendants/respondents/appellant/plaintiff/opposite parties or enter into any agreement, settlement, or Comprotuis 

where by the suit/appeal/proceeding is/are wholly or partly adjusted or refer all or any matter or matters arising 

V \  orin dispute therein to arbitration P R O V ID E D  T H A T  in exceptional circumstances when there is not sufficiim time 

^  consult such appropriate Officer of the G'overnment of India and an, omission to settle or compromise would be 

definitely prejudicialto the interest ol the Government of India and said Pleader/Advocate of Counsel may enter 

intoany agreement, settlement or compromise whereby the suit/appeal/procceding is/are wholly or partly Idm^i ' 

an<̂  m every such case the said Counsel/Advocate/Pleader shall record and communicate forthwith to the said offirer 
■C' -the special reasons for entering mto the agreement, settlement or compromise

President hereby agrees to ratify all acts done by the aforesaid Shri. A , . C ,  . ^ o A r i

........... ..................... . ^
in pursuance of this authority. ’ .............*...........................

1
IN  W IT N E S S  W H E R E O F  these presents are duly executed for and on behalf of the President of 

. Inoiaa this the.............................................. .........................

Dated.

N.R.P.^R.Rd. (Pb. Bg.),DelW-3S -2,-174/17—02.1989-4,000 F, sffniwrn, mnm
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€

Before

In tfee Court of

>/(9? C U

Defendant
^  fV-

Versus

Claimact
Appellant

Petitiouer"

Drfendaw Re.pondcnt

A*
PlaimitV

The President of India do hereby appoint and authorise Shri, , . .  A . i l k .  . . ^ ' 6 ? ^  K  .... ............

: . . . u < ^ . ...............:.................................................... ......................

eo appear, act, apply, plead in and prosecute the above described suit/appeal/proceedings on behalf of the Union 

9f India to ,file and take back documents, to accept processes of the Court, to appoint and instruct 

Counsel, Advocate or Pleader, to withdraw and deposit moneys and generally to represent the Union of India in 

the above described suit/appeal/proceedings and to do all things incidental to such appearing, acting, applying 

(>lwding and. prosecuting for the Union of India SUBJECT N E V E R T H E L E S S  to the condition that unless express 

auiilority in that behalf has previously been obtained from the appropriate Officer of the Government of India, the 

sĵ id Counsel/Advocate/Pleader or any Council, Advocate or Pleader appointed by him shall no^ withdraw or 

withdraw from or abandon wholly or partly the suit/appeal/claim/defence/proceedings against all or any 

defendants/respondents/appellant/plaintiff/opposite parties or enter into any agreement, settlement, or Compromis 

where by the suit/appeal/proceeding is/are wholly or partly adjusted or refer all or,any matter or matters arising 

or in dispute therein to arbitration P R O V ID E D  T H A T  in exceptional circumstances when there is not sufficifini time 

to consult suchappropriate Officer of the Government of India and an omission to settle or compromise would be 

definitely prejudicial to the interesc ol the Government of India and said Pleader/Advocate of Coun.sel may enter 

into any agreement, settlement or compromise whereby the suit/appeal/proceeding is/are wholly or partly adjust 

and in every such case the said Counsel/Advocate/Pleader shall record and communicate forthwith to the said' officer 

the special reasons for entering into the agreement, settlement or compromise.

The President hereby agrees to ratify all acts done by the aforesaid Shri.

in pursuance of this authority.

IN  W IT N E S S  W H E R E O F  these presents are duly executed for and on behalf of the President of 
Indian this the.................... .......................................... ............................ ........................... 19

N .R.P.m .Rd. (Pb. Bg.), DelW-35 -2,1

6̂

Designation of the Esiecntive Officer

Dy. Chief Meclu Enginetir(w> 
G & f  SilOpS m s  Lko.



VAKALATNAMA

Ĉ ’YCUjh /i>£j-*eA <5LJr l—UC. /gAVOdO
Before________

In the Court of

R y ■ ^ / & ^  '3>\̂  <rf Or') 

-hr /S'-2--/^9o

PlaintiS / ^ .  ~fQ coci>i 
Defendant

Versus

t/msv, d/ J>»=A’o
Plaintiir a W

Claimant

A ppdlant”

Petitioner"

Respondenti

The President of India do hereby appoint and authorise S h r i . . ^  ' .y ;

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

to appear, act, apply, plead in and prosecute the above described suit/appeal/proceedings on behalf o f the U nion 

of India to  file and take back documents, to accept processes of the C ourt, to appoint and instruct 

Counsel, Advocate or Pleader, to  withdraw and deposit moneys and generally to represent the U nion o f India in 

the above described suit/appeal/proceedings and to do all things incidental to such appearing, acting aoDlvine 

Pleading prosecuting for the Union o f India SUBJECT N E V E R T H E L E S S  to the condition that unless express 

authority m th at behalf has previously been obtained from the appropriate Ofiicer o f  the Governm ent o f India the 

said Counsel/Advocate/Pleader or any Council, Advocate or Pleader appointed by him shall no^ withdraw or 

m A draw  from or abandon wholly or partly the suit/appeal/claim/defence/proceedings against all or any 

defendants/respondents/appellant/plamtiff/opposite parties or enter into any agreement,' settlement, o r Comoromis 

where by the suit/appeal/proceeding is/are wholly or partly adjusted or refer all or any m atter or m atters arisin 

or in  dispute therein to arbitration PRO VIDED THAT in exceptional circumstances when there is n o t sufiici^nt timf 

to consult such appropriate Officer o f  the Government o f India and an omission to settle o r compromise would be 

definitely prejudicial to the interest ol the Government o f  India.and said Pleader/Advocate o f Counsel may enter 

into any agreement, settlement or compromise whereby the suit/appeal/proceeding is/are wholly or partlv adiust 
ani in every such case the said Counsel/Advocate/Pleader shall record and communicate fo rth w i?h ^o  he S  £  
the special reasons for entering into the agreement, settlement or compromise.

The President hereby agrees to ratify all acts done by the aforesaid S h r i .^ :  .K .  

in parsufnce o f this authority. ................................................................................... ....  ......................................................

m

I n d ^ n  executed for and on behalf o f the President of

^  f o r k o y ,  ^  U.O^y..................

Dated

elhi-3^ 2,I74/17- . 02-1989-4,000 F.

. V- Sriyastavjl^

'  Presenting Offjcer 

Indian R a i l w a y^

C e n tr a l  A d m i n i h i r a t i v o  1 l i l u n a !  

Additional iieiah at t.Ubh-A ii^

u . -

(Jft&DlSM

iira fisgi «Ti»siT5n 
Vi «iRRpim

Designation of the Esecntire Officer

C R h m  c m m R A )
w  5 ^  r*i;4o)

w  *r?« fgsqr
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