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P articu lars  to be examined

Is the appeal competent,? , .
'

»■ i
a )  Is th &  application  in  the

prescribed form-? ' .

b) Is the application  in 'p a p e r  

book lforfn 7

c )  Hauejt s ix  complote .sets of the 

. ‘ application  b e a n .f i ie d  ?

Is the appeal in  time ?

i  ■
h) I f  riot, by houj many days it

islbeyond ^time? : '

c )  Has s u f f ic ie n t  case for not

niaking the application  in  time,

been filed?.
■iff '

Has the docunent of autho risatior / .  • 

Uakalatnama been f ile d  ?

Is the application  accompanied'by.' 

8 . D , /p o s t a l  Order for R s ,50 /-

■ Has|the c e r t i f ie d  copy/copies

.of the order (s )  aqainst which th^

ap p lica tio n  is  made been f i le d ?

i  ̂
a ) I  Have the-copies of the^

docum ents/relied  upon by the.

applicant arid mentioned in  the

j a p p lica t io n ,  been f i le d  ?

Haue the documents referred 

to in. (a )  abov/e duly attested 

I . by a .Gazetted O ff ice r  and

I numbered accordingly  ? 
f ■ ■ . .
c ) ’ Are the, documents referred

to in  ( a )  above neatly typed . 

in  doublo sapce ? .

Has- the index  of documents been 

filed  and pagoing done properly ?

Have the chronological d eta ils  

of representation made and the 

out come of such representation 

been indicated  in  the application?

Is tho matter raised  in  the appli­

cation pending before any court of 

Law or any other Bench of Tribunal?

1.

Endorsenient as to result of examinatiort

I

■ ^  - ' /  

r. ■
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17,
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Particulars  to be Exafilnsd

i - - 

Ars the applicatiof)/duplicate  
copy/spare cnpics signed ? .

Are extra copics of the applicatioo  

uifch Annoxures f ile d  ? . ■

a )  Identical  with ,the O r ig in a l  ?

b/ Defoctiue ? '■

c ;  Wanting in  Annexurea.

i'jos. . -pa q OS Nos ?

Hauo the .f ile  s ize  o n uelo p es ' 

bearing full  addresses of the* 

rG3pendents been f iled  ?

Arc the given address the 

royistered' address ?

Do the names of the parties 

stated in  the copies ta lly  with 

th'ose indicated  in  the appli­

cation ?

A~'J the translations  ce rt i f ied  

'■ tc be ture  or sUpDorted by an - 

Affidav it  affirm ing  that they 
are true ? ,

Are the f a c t s .p f  the case . ‘ .

mentioned in  item n o . '6  of the 

apelication  ?

’ a) Concise ?

bj 'jnder d ist inct  heads *7
I *

|C) Numbered consectiuoly f5.

Id) Typea in  double space, on one

sido of the paper 7 • '

.  •  >  * 
IHavc the particulars  for interim

jorder prayed for indicated  with

reasons ? - : '

. il - . 
Endorsement as to result  of examination

. !  ■

lihather all  the remedies • have 

3cen exhausted.

■Mi
dinesh /
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D  > CENTRAL ADMINISTRATION TRIBUNAL 

CIRCUIT B3NCH, LUCKNOW.

~Oi’A . N o ,275 of 1990(L)

31 .8 .1990 .

Ho n 'ble . Mr. D .K .  Agarwal, J .M . 

HonTble Mr. K.Obav^^a, A .M .

Heard.

Ad-^it.

Issur notice to respondents to f i le  counter within 8 week^ 

re jM n d er  may be file d  v;ithin 2 weeks thereafter, l is t  before 

D .R . on 8 .1 0 .9 0  for complition of leadings. As regards interim 

mat£er’ issure notice as to why the interim r e lie f  prayed be not 

granted. Meanwhile the operation of the order dated 2 7 .6 .9 0  

contained in Annexure A-1 shall remain stayed. L ist  for order 

on interim matter on 1 4 .9 .9 0 .

sd/-

A .M .

sd/- • 

J .M .

vv / /

s d /-

,-JSAKy~

T)cjs

k d ^  %>f^{yry  <s?//7 ^ o  *

C L -  h ^ .
V C ,
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C2NTRAL ADMINISTRATIV3 TRI3Jl^?vL LUCKNCIV 33KCK LUCKNOW
t

O riginal ?\.pplication Ko. 275 of 1990(L)

C .P . Trikha ...................................................................... Applicant

Versus

Union of India  through its Secretary in M inistry

of .^ailvjaY/ -iail Bbawan, New Delhi, and oi-hers-
............................ Respondent

Hon ’ ble Kr. S . K .  Prasad, Member (Judicial).

The applicant has approached this tribunal 

under section 1.9 of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 

1985 with the prayer for sifeaying the operation of the 

impugned order dated 27 .6 .1  990 ( "vnnexare-l) passed by 

respondent nij. 3 whereby a recovery of -aS. 3 4 ,1 0 8 . j 8 

has been ordered from the applicant whltch is stated to 

be in excess of the pa/ment of overtime allovjance for 

the period from \ugust 1986 to June 1989.

2. 3riefly , stated the facts of this case , inter-

a lia , that the applicant was posted as OlecLrical
A

Charceman after completion of h is  training of Chargeman 

and he joined in the o ffice  of Senior Divisional 

Olectrical Engineer, Northern .Railway Lucknow in the 

grade of Rs. 425 - 700/- , and later on after jessing  

through various stages, the applicant was posted at 

Alambagh, Laclcnow in the grade of Rs. 350 - 750/-  from 

August, 1986 to June 1939 and as such the applicant 

has worked lijeyond the statutory limit of work in the 

interest of Railway \dministration to avoid delay in 

the na>rmal functioning of the department and that 's  why 

the applicant was paid overtime allowance after due 

sanction/ but to the uuter surprise of the applicant 

he received recovery order i.ated 2 7 .6 .9 0  passed by

Conti____ 2/-
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the rasponient no. 3 for racovary of a sum or .is.

3 4 ,1 0 8 .5 3  thouch no notica or any show causa lattar

has avar bean issuad to the applicant; and aftar

receiving tha racovary order, the applicant 
Z'

maie his represan-cation dated 5 .7 .1 9 9 0  against the 

aforesaid recovery order, but no action has bean taken 

so far, (vide Annexure-8) # Hence^ the applicam:: has 

approached this tribunal.

3 . The respondents have resisted  the claim of

the applicant with the contentions^ interalia , that 

tha post ot 3i]F0 was dô ^m graded as JFO Trade ?.s. 

550-750 (as) and the applicant was proirioted to o ffic ia t  

as 3r . Jlectric  Chargeman in Trade .".s. 550-750 (.'̂ S) , 

and maie as supervisor/incharge of a lepot as he was 

the senior most and he worked in that capacity during 

the perioi August 1986 to April 198 9 ani continued to 

hol^ the position of Supervisor/incharge of a depot 

after being promoted to o ffic ia te  :is oanior Electric 

Foreman Train Lighting , Charbagh Lucknov; t i l l  July , 

1989. I t  has further been stated that after the 

retirement of A-1T Incharge, Sri .1am Oeo, the applicant
- *

was also riven the duty and maie Aa T Incharge also 

by Sr. O .S . i .  though Sr. D .S . i .  was not competent to 

do so, ani particularly for a such a long period 

from August 1986^ to 'Tune 195>^”' arid i f  has furthfir 

been stated that the b il ls  submitted by the applicant
/V

from time to time for the. a llegei overtime Vv^ passed 

for payment, but according to rules even if he had 

worked as A Incharge, vjas not entitled  to overtime 

allowance. Thus, in view of the abova circumstances,

Cont3. • .3 /-
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tha application of the applicant is liable to be iismissa

4 . I have heard the learned counsel for the parties 

ani have thorouQhly gone through the records of the case,

5. This is worth vjhile making mention of this 

fact that in para 4 .7  of the application , it  has been 

mentioned clearly  that the work and conduct of the 

applicant has alv/ays been good and he left  no stone 

unturned to give a good performance; and he has an 

unblemished service record and in 1990 the services of 

the applicant were appreciated for showing sincerety 

and dedication and he has been awarded a sum of Rs.500/-  

cash group award and a shield . In this context, it  is 

notevjorthy that th ^a s s e r t io n s  made by the applicant in '

para 4 .7  of the application have not been denied by the
f

respondents in para 4(7) of the counter-reply filed  by 

the respondents.

6 . This is important to point ^  out that a 

perusal of para 4 .1 2  of the application reveals that 

after receiving the impugned order dated 2 7 .6 .9 0 ,  the 

a p p lican t 'made representation on 5 .7 .9 0  against the 

aforesaid  recovery orders but no action has been taken 

thereon by the respondents so far, Annexure-S is copy 

of the aforesaid representation dated 5 .7 .9 0 .  In this 

connection it  is s ign ificant  to jpoint out that in para

of counter-reply of the respondents, it  has been ssa

mentioned that the averm.ent made by the

^  -/u(r
applicant in para 4 .1 2  of the application

Thus, it  is apparent that the above represen­

tation of the applicant dated 5.7 .90(\nnexure~ 8) is 

s t ill  lying with the respondents undecided.

C o n t i ...4 /-
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2. I t  is also significant to point out that a

perusal of para 4(3 ) of th=3 countar reply filed  by the 

resp o nients ,interalia , shows that the b ilx s  submitted 

by the applicant regarding over times allowance in 

auestion were passed by the com/etent authority and 

paymentoware made to the applicant accordinc±y. 

Ko.,vever, it  is contended by tl.a respondents that the 

paymen-c recardinc the b il l s  for over time allov^ance 

in question v;ere not accor U n c  to the rules. Ib u s ,  

this being so, it  is apparent that formerly tl-e b il ls  

were passe 1 by the authorities concerned anl payir,ent, 

v/ere maie to tl"e applicant, but later on it  appears 

from the scrutiny of the entire material on records 

that the respondent no. 3 has passed T:.he irripurne^ 

orler lated 2 7 .6 .9 0  Drdered for recovery of the 

amount of .̂ ŝ. 3 4 ,1 0 8 .5 8  on account of excess payment 

for the period from \agust,19S6 to June 1989 from the 

^  applicant; without issaing any sVov; cause notice and

vitlout  afforiinc  any opportunity to the applicant 

anl as  such it  is found that the im.pugned order is 

in V iolation  principle, of

the a f o r e s a id  im>pugned order  h as  been  p a s s e r ^ w it h o u t  

a f f o r d i n g  him any  o p p o r t u n ity  to e x p l a in  h i s  viev; 

p o i n t s ^^-3 it  has  been  e n u n c ia t e d  in  the c ase  o f  

V in o d  Kumar M i t t a l  ( ^ a t i t io n e r )  V s .  Union  o f  _ I n  3_ia—  

(.lesponient) , 1990 (8) L .C^.D . page 3 3 ^ ^  3^* ’

" P r i n c i p l e s  o f  K a t u r a l  Ju st ice- '. .e ll  se tt le c  

that  even  A d m in is t r a t iv e  a c t io n s  a f f e c t i n g  

r ig h t s  o f  c i t i z e n  r e q u ir e  com.pliance o f  the 

p r i n c i p l e s  o f  n a tu r a l  j u s t ic e - K e l d ,  

p r in c ip l e  r e a u i r a s  p r o v id in g  o p p o r t u n ity  of

h e i r i n c  b e fo r e  taking  adverse  a c t i o n . "

Contd...5 /-
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL AlMINISTHATxVE TRIB13NAL AT ALLA3ABAD

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCIvNOW

O .A . No. : OF 1990 (L)

fflentral Adminiitratko Tribunat ,

Circuit t’-cr-ch, Ladioow 

V Date of filing 1%0
^Datc of Receipt b^ast

t '

43,

Cv'

9^/ -

C>oputy R«gistrar(J)

C .P . Trikha, aged about 35 years, Son of

Sri Shiv Dayal Trikha, resident of House No, 569-Ka/60,

Sneh Nagar, ^am bagh, Lucknow. ' .........Applicant

Versus

1 , Union of India through its Secretary in Ministry 

of Railway, Rail Bhawan, New Delhi,

2r= -Gen^al^Railway (Personnel), Northern Railway 

Baroda House, New Delhi.

.3 . Divisional Railway Manager, Northern Railway, 

r _ Hazratganj, Lucknow.

4 . Senior Divisional Personnel Officer, D .R .M . O ffice , 

Northern Railway, Hazratganj, Lucknow,

Senior Divisional Electrical Engineer, Northern 

Railway, D .R .M . O ffice , Hazratganj, Lucknow.

. . . . . .  Respondents

APPLICATICM PNDE21 SECTION 19 OF THE CRiTRAL 
ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB1MAL«S ACT. 1985

DETAILS OF APPLICATION

1 . Particulars of the order against which 

application is  made -

5.

( i )  Order No. with refer­

ence to Annexure.

( i i )  Dated 

( i i i )  Passed by

: No. 2 E/ADS/lLC/RLT/89. 

C .P . Trikha, Lucknow 

dated' 2 7 . 6 . 1990.

: 2 7 .6 .1 9 9 0 .

Divisional Railway Manager,
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Nortbern Railway, Lucknow,

(iv ) Subject in brief : The impugned order for recovery

of fe 34 ,108 .58  has been passed 

by Divisional Eailway Manager, 

Lucknow, Respondent No, 3 on 

account of excess payment for 

the period from August 1986 

June 1989 vide his Order 

No. 2 E/ADS /ELC /RLT /89- C.P. 

Trilcha, Lucknow dated 27 ,6 ,1990 , 

The original copy of Order 

No. a E/ADS/lLC/RLT/89-C . P. 

Trikha dated 27 ,6 .1990  is 

Annexure 1 to this application.

2 . Jurisdiction of the Tribunal - The cause of action

accrued to the applicant for 

filing  this application at 

Lucknow wittiin the jurisdic­

tion of this Hon’ble Tribunal-

^  3, Limitation - The application is  well within

limitation as prescribed under 

Section 21 of th e Administra- 

Tribonal’ s Act, 1985.

4 , Pacts of the case -

j  The applicant most humbly and respectfully

submits as under
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1. That the apfiicant was posted as Electrical 

, Chargeman after completing his  training o f Ch argeman

and he joined in the office o f Senior Divisional 

Electrical Engineer, Northeic Eailway, Lucknow in 

th e Grade o f  425 - 700,

A photostat copy of applicant's appoint­

ment order No, 752-E/2-6 dated 10 .9 .1982  passed by 

Divisional Personnel Officer, Northern R a i l w ^ , 

Lucknow is Annexure 2 to this application.

2 . That the applicant was transferred from the 

office of Senior Divisional Electrical Engineer, 

Northern Railway, Locknow to office o f  Electrical 

Foremen Town Supply, Alambagh, Northern Railway, 

Lucknow in the same pay scale, vide Order No, 764 E /

2-6 dated 19 ,3 .1 983 .

A photostat copy of applicant's transfer 

order No, 764 E/2-6 dated 19 ,3 ,1 983  is being filed 

as Annexure 3 to this application,

3 . That when the applicant was posted as Charge-

man under Electrical Foreman (Town Supply) Northern 

Railway, Alambagh, Lucknow, the Divisional Bailway 

Manager, Northern Railway, Lucknow has issued a 

letter o f  appreciation and the applicant was awarded

a sun of 200/- cash together with a commendation 

J certificate for his exonplary services.

A photostat copy o f commendation certi­

ficate issued by Divisional Railway Manager,

Morthem Railway, Lucknow is being filed as

Annexure 4 to this  application.

S , That the applicant was promoted to the post

# • • • 4
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of Senior aectrio al Ch argeman in the Grade o f  Bs 550 - 

7 5 0 ,and posted at /aambagh (Town-Supply) ,

A photostat copy of promotion order No, 7 5 9 ^  

2-6/ELC dated 5 .8 ,1 9 8 6  passed by Divisional Personnel 

Officer , Lucknow is being filed herewith as Annexure 5 .

5 . That th e Divisional Railway Manager, Northern

Railway on 15 .2 ,1 989  issued commendation letter to the 

applicant together with cash award of fe 250/- appre-

\ d a t in g  the services of the applicant.

A photostat copy of commendation letter 

dated 15 .2 ,1989  issued by Divisional Railway Manager

1/ Northern Railway, Lucknow is being filed  as Aan^ure  6 .

6 . That the applicant was promoted to the post of 

Senior Electrical Foreman in the grade of Bs 700 - 900 

vide Order No. 759 E/S-1/3LC dated 26 .4 ,1989  passed by 

Divisional Personnel Manager, Northern RailwaJ-, Lucknow, 

and the applicant was posted in the office o f  Senior 

Electrical Foreman, Train Lighting, Charbagh, Lucknow 

and the applicant i s working in the same capacity till 

now.

A photostat copy of promotion order 

No. 759 E/3-1/EL0 dated 26 ,4 .1989  passed by Divisional

Personnel Manager, Nprthern Railway, Lucknow i s  being 

filed  as Annexure 7 .

\
V

7 . That the work and conduct of the applicant has 

always been good and he 1 eft no stone unturned to give 

a good performance; He has an unblemished service 

record-and in 1990 the services of the applicant were 

appreciated for showing sincerety and dedication and 

he has been awarded a sun of Hs 500/- cash group award 

and a shield.

, .  • .  5
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8 , While tbe applicant was posted at ALaiabagh in

the grade of Bs 550 - 750 from August, 1986 to June 1989 

the applicant has worked in duel capacity as no Chargeman 

was deputed with the applicant resulting extra burdon

o f work on the applicant during the said period. The 

applicant was Incharge o f  Accident Relief Train and 

being Incharge of A .R .T .,  the applicant is supposed to 

attend th e accident site apd in performing his duties 

in duel capacity, the applicant had worked for more than 

the ceiling limit of hours o f  employment and for  that 

extra work the applicant was allowed overtime allowance 

for the period worked beyond the prescribed lim it.

The applicant has worked beyond the statutory 

limit of work in the interest o f  Railway Administration 

to avoid delay in the normal functioning of the depart­

ment.

9 , That the applicant was paid overtime allowance

V:’" ’
after due sanction of Senior Divisional Electrical 

Engineer .'.Northern Railway, Lucknow and the overtime 

b ill  has been passed by Senior Divisional Accounts 

Officer, Northern Railway, Lucknow after verifying the 

same from the competent authority. Thus, there is  no 

any irregularity in the paymen t of overtime allowance 

to the applicant,

10, That the employees of Senior Divisional Mechanical

^  Engineer (Loco-shed) and Senior Divisional Mechanical

Engineer (C^arriage & Wagon) in the scale o f  Rs 550 - 750 

working under Senior Divisional Mechanical Engineer are 

still drawing ''the overtime allowance regularly.

11, That to the utter surprise of the applicant, he 

; reoelvea Recovery Order No. 2 E/ADS/EL0/EI,T/89-0.P. TrikW

dated 2T .6 .1990  passed by Divisional Hallway Manager 

= Luokno^rSpposlte Party No. 3 for recovery of a sum of

.6
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Rs 34 ,108 .58  though no notice or any show cause letter 

has ever been issued to the applicant.

12. That after receiving the recovery order dated

2 7 .6 .1 9 9 0 , the applicant made his representation dated 

5 .7 .1 9 90  against the aforesaid Recovery Order but no 

action has been taken till now by the opposite parties.

A photostat copy of petitioner’ s repre­

sentation against Ihe Recovery Order dated 5 .7 .1 9 9 0  is  

 ̂ Annexure 8 to this application.

133 That opposite parties are adament to recover the 

said amount from the monthly salary of the applicant 

and the applicant shall suffer great injury i f  the 

opposite parties are not immedi ately restrained from 

making recovery o f  the said amount from the salary of 

the applicant.

14. That the impugned order of recovery has been 

passed by the Respondent No. 3 on the initiation of 

Uttar Hallway Mazdoor Union. The Uttar Railway Mazdoor 

Union have on several occasions pressurised the 

applicant to join their union but the applicant refused

to join Uttar Railway Mazdoor Union. The applicant 

being a sincere, devoted employee of ttie Railway

Department does not want to indulge himself in the 

activities of th e said ISiion eind on this reason the 

officials  of Uttar Railway Mazdoor Union are continu­

ously trying to harrass the applicant and the impugned 

order of recovery is  also outcome of the r iv ^ r y  of 

Uttar Railway Mazdoor Union.

15 . That the respondents have passed the impugned 

order arbitrarily on the back of Uie applicant without 

giving him an opportunity o f  being heard.

- 6 -

. . . . 7
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16. That the Respondent No, 2 and 3 have not 

applied their mind in passing the order of recovery 

against the applicant and it is evident flrom the 

perusal o f  impugned order itself that ttie order has 

been passed under the undue influence of Uttar

Railway Mazdoor Union in Permanent Negotiations 

Machinery meeting and the Railway M m ini strati on

disregarded the principle o f  natural justice and

ottier rules made fo r  the purpose besides completely

overlooking the fact that th e applicant he® unblemished

service record. Thus, the impugned order o f  recovery

is malafide and illegal. There is no any departmental 

proceeding pending against the applicant.

Grounds for Belief : The applicant is now le ft

with no altematiire than to 

approach this Hon’ble Tribunal.

He is entitled to h is  relief

on the following, caaong other -

G H 0 U N D S

- 7 -

V

A -

B

C -

D -

E -

F -

Because th e work and conduct of th e applicant 

has always been good.

Because no deparlanental proceedings are 

pending against the applicant.

Because the impugned order o f recovery has 

been passed without scrutinising the facts.

Because the impugned order o f  recovery is 

punitive and has been passed without any 

inquiry.

Because the impugned order is arbitrary and 

violates j&rticles 14 and 16 o f  the Constitu­

tion of India,

Because the impugned order has been passed

without giving any opportunity o f being heard

____ 8
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and there i s  utter disregard o f  the principle 

of natural justice.

G - Because the decision tak®  at the 1 eeel of

General Manager/Permanent Negotiation Machinery-

on the basis of demand raised hy Uttar Hailway 

Mazdoor Union at the uack of Eshe applicant 

without affording him any opportunity is viola­

tion of the principle of lay.

H - Because the employees of the Railway Adjninis-

tration placed in the similar capacity are

still obtaining overtime allowances and the 

impugned order o f recovery is wholly illegal 

and discriminatory.

6 . Details o f  Remedies Exhausted -

The applicant has requested to Respondent No. 3 

to cancel the impugned order of recovery but no action 

h «  been taken till  now and opposite parties h asre 

issued instructions to Senior Divisional Personael 

Officer, Northern Railway, Lucknow to recover the 

amount from the monthly salary of the applicant.

The applicant has been left with no other 

alternate or efficacious remedy than to approach this 

Hon’ble Tribunal.

J  7 , Matter not previously filed  or pending with any

Court -

The applicant has not 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 Bench o f  

theTribim al and nor any such application, writ peti­

tion or su it  is pending before any of then.

. . • .9

V
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1
8 . Reliefs sought :

YfHERIFOHE, the applicant most himiMy and

respectfully prays that this Hon’b le  Tribunal be

pleased to :

( i )  Quash the order of recovery dated 27 .6 .1 990  

passed by Respondent No. 3 contained in 

Annex ure 1.

( i i )  Award such other and further re lief, besides

the costs of the petition, as the Hon 'ble  

Tribunal may find the applicant entitled to.

The applicant shall ever pray for

this act of kindness.

9 . Prayer for Interim Relief :

The applicant most humbly and respectfully 

prays that the Hon'ble Tribuial be graciously pleased 

to stay the operation of the impagned order No. 3 E / 

A W /E LC /E M /89- O .P . Trlkha dated 27 .6 .1 990  passed by 

Divisional Halloay Manager, Northern'Ballnay. HazratganJ, 

Lucknow, Eespondent No. 3 for  recovery of te 3 4 , 108 .68  

on account of excess payment of overtime allowance fo ■ 

the period from A u 6 u s t j 9 8 6 j 0 j i m e j m - < “ “ “ 1” ®« 

in Annexure l) as otherwise the applicant shall suffer

irreparable injury.

- 9 -

habad.

The applicant is filing  this application through 

his Counsel.

Particulars of Postal Order filed in respect o f appll- 

cation fee :

(l )  No. of Indian Postal Order : 6 .2  ^

( U )  Name of issuing Post Office : General Post O ffice ,

Lucknow.

( i i i )  Date o f  issue
: 3 0 .T .1990

.........10
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(iv ) Post Office at which payable : General Post

Office , Allahabad.

12. Details of Index :

An index in duplicate containing the details

of th e docanents is enclosed.

13. List of Enclosures :

1 . Original copy of impugned Eecovery Order

dated 27 .6 .1 990  MNEXURE 1

* 2 . Photostat copy o f  applicant's appointment

order dated 1 0 .9 ,1 9 8 2 . MNEXIISE. _2

3. Photostat copy of applicant's transfer

^  order dated 19 .3 .1 9 8 3 . ANNEXtJRE 3

4 . Photostat copy of Conunendation Certificate

ANNEXiIRE 4

5. Photostat copy o f  Promotion Order

dated 5 .8 .1 9 8 6 . ANNEXUBE 5

6 . Photostat copy of Commendation letter

dated 1 5 .2 .1 9 8 9 . AI<JNEXURE_ 6

7 . Photostat copy of Promotion Order

dated 26 .4 .1 9 8 9 . Am^EXUIi:,?:

y  1 8 . Photostat copy of applicant’ s repre­

sentation dated 5 .7 .1 9 9 0 . ANNEXTJRE__8

Lucknow ;

Dated : 3 0 .7 .1 990  Applicant

^  V  <̂7- «| o y e r x FICATIGN

J I ,  C .P . Trikha, aged about 35 years, Son of 

Sri Shiv Dayal Trikha, working as Senior Electrical 

Foreman in the office of Senior Electrical Foreman, 

Train Lighting, Charbagh, Lucknow, do hereby verify 

that the contents of paras 1 to 13 of this application 

are true to my personal knowledge and that I have 

not suppressed any material fact.

Lucknow :

Dated t 30 .7 .1990 ,
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TR IB INAL AT ALLAHABAD

«

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW 
O .A . No. ; O F  1990 (L)

C .P . Trikha Applicant

V er s us (
Union of^^India^andjoth ers . . . . .  Respondents

A N N E X U R E

'^1

p//s MILWAY Divisional Office,
^ L e / K U / g p  C p U LV k^  mucuknow Dated:^>6-90'

16 Sr.Electrical Foreman,
Charbagh, Lucknov/,

Sub:-RecovEry of Rs,34108.58 on account of excess
payment for the period from August'86  to June '89  
from Sri C .E .Trikha SE^O/CB/lj^O,

Ref i-URMJ/FNM decision taken on 2 4 /2 5 .4 ,9 0  Item No,
20/S0 as conveyed vide letter No.96lE/lFRriJ/Hd,Qr, /  
FNM/Minutes dated 24 .5 .90 .

General Manager (P)/t'Jew Delhi has conveyed the FNM 
decision held with URMJ o a ^ / 2 5 y ^ . 9 0  item N o ,20 /90  at 
H d .q rs .O fflee  that the overtime already paid to
Sri C .P .Trikha  SEFO/LKO i'g lnvoilation oT~t|ie' rule "ana 
recovery ma^ be made. Accordingly O .T .paid  amounting, to 
R s .3 4 1 0 8 .58|ior the period from August^ 1986 to"'lTune^ 1989 may 
please be recovered in easy suitable instalments under advise 
to this o ffice . The amount of recovery may be advised atonce 
to this office so that Hd ,Q rs ,Office  New Qelhi may be apprised 
v/ith the position.

tp^ Divisfon®'t^ailWs/y Manager,
Lucknow,

V  Copy to : 1) Sr.DAO/LKO .
^  Sri C.P.TAkha Sr .SEED/CB/LKO

3) G,M(P)/i^DLS in reference± to his letter under 
reference,

4) SV/LI/Union Cell in reference to his letter No. 
96lE/JRI^U/i-id .Qrs ./fNM/Minutes/89-90 dated 
24/5 /90 ,
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRM'I\^ TRIB'NAt AT ALLAHABAD

CIRCaT  BENCH, LFCKNOfW 

O .A . No. OF 1990 (L)

9  3r3n?ic?

{ J C
--------- wt- -----------

sTfffsjr?) [wrtso]

C .P . Trlkha

-w

. . . .  Appl i cant

Union of India and others
fjo

- - - ....Respondent 
tpi m e

sqr f5T% *r 3T«T̂> 3T>T ^ iflO (T^O ^g ? I

dioji

q?ro 3to qo T̂5!t5T> 55TT  ̂ H T̂cIT ^t,

35- RR\»o^ --

qj> fJT5̂ ?T ^T%  srfrTfTT ( f ^ R  ) ^

^  ^  îtV5T 3j?mT 3??ii

fT^i 3ft f«5 5 3i5Tg ^ m  gf>>f 9t%5t

«ST m  5f\?T9 m  3T>T ^  flUTV arR*t 3?tT

53T m  sr ?t^t ?r«n arjftsr f?7*T̂ TŴ  |;tr> 3t>?

^ m 3T«T% % ?rt%5T 3tIt fr?T?t̂

^T 5rnT m  ^Rt «?tt

?T%5r |3iT 3Tq% m p^r (??cT̂ 5ft)
m mpcT jtTT Iff

W  fÎ «TT I  3ft7 ^

qJTm g t  «R qT 3T7% .|T>qjR $T3rm

^i*lT 3T»T̂  3T?»? «i

3Iim I qt |>nt f?rr̂ (T ^̂
«î !?ra!Tmt f?f(3 k̂̂\ smî r 3tVt qr 31̂ %,

*mw> («i^T^)

f5?TtsS 30th

Accepted.

July, ?R ^^90

? > /9 <
(p .S . Mehra. 

Advocate
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BEFORE THE CENTR/L ADM INISTRATIVE TRIBINAL-Ag? ALLAHABAD

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW( j p ^

O .A . No. OP 1990 (L)

C .P . Trikha .........Applicant

Versus

Union of India and others .....R espondents

I N D E X

Ser No. Description of documents Page No.
relied upon

1 . Application 1 - 1 0
t

2. Original copy of impugned Recovery Order

dated 2 7 .6 .1 9 9 0 . ANNEXURE .1 11

3 . Photostat copy o f  applicant's appoint-

laent order dated 2 0 .9 .1 9 8 2 . ANNESIBE 2 12

^  4 . Photostat copy of applicant’ s transfer

order dated 1 9 .3 .1 983 . ANNEXtE£ _3 13

5. Photostat copy of Commendation

Certificate. ANNESmE_^ 14

6 . Photostat copy of Promotion Order

dated 5 .8 .1 9 8 6 . ANNEXUBE 5 15

7 . Photostat copy of Commendation letter

-V dated 1 5 .2 .1 9 8 9 . ANNEXIRE 6. 16

8 . Photostat copy o f  Promotion Order

dated 2 6 .4 .1 9 8 9 . ANNEXTiRE 7 17

9 . Photostat copy of applicant's represen­

tation dated 5 .7 .1 9 9 0 . ANNEXuRE 8 18

10 . Power 

Lucknow :

Dated : 3 0 .7 .1990 Applicant

- ------------------------------------------------------------------------ ---------------------------------- ----------------------------------

FOR USE IN THE TRIBiMAL'S OFFICE

Date of filin g  
or

Date o f  receipt by post.

Registration No.

Sign ature 
fnr Registrar



BEFORE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBIISIAL AT

CIRCUIT BENGIi, LUCKNOW
O .A . No. ; OF 1990

C .P . Trikha

Versus
Union of India and oth ers

ABAD

--- - -cCjV
A N N E X U R E - J

Applicant 

JL'Z’- ^Respondents

T F

\

4

J

>) p;  ̂  ̂NMTHERI'̂  iUILWAY
^ ^ ^ b /^ i^ lU e jK L T 7 g ^ . c p  U M ^

' ^ e  Sr.Electrical Foreman,
‘ , Charbagh, Luckiiov/, ^

Sub: -Recovery of R s .3A l08 .58  on !s 
payment lor the period from 
from Sri C .P .Trikha SE{?0/CB/

Divisional O ffice , 
]E.uculaiow Dated 6 -9 0 '

ccount of'excess 
August ' 8 6  to June ‘ 8 9  

1 ^ 0 .

Ref :4JR IU /M M  decision taken on 2 4 /2 5 .A, 90 Item No.
20/S30 as coiiveyed vide letter No.96lE/JRI'U/lid.Qr . /  

.PNM/tlihutes dnted 2 4 ,5 .9 0 *

General Manager (P)/t'Jew Dell:3;i has conveyed the' EWM 
decision held with URP'U on 24 /25  J + .9 0  item N 0 .2 O / 9O iat 
Hd.qirs.Ofiice that the overtime already paid to ’
Sri C.P.Trildia SEr'O/LKO irs 'invoilation of the rule aind 
recovery m a^be  made. Accordingly O .T .paid  amounting to 
R s .54 10 8 .58,por the period'from August''1986 to June’’l989 may 
please be recovered in easy suitable instalments under advise
to this o ffice . The amount of recovery 
to this office so that H d ,Q rs ,0ffice  Ne 
v/ith the position.

may be advised atonce 
vv Qelhi may be apprised

Divisfon&^FKailv/dy Manage]
' Lucknov/,

Copy to : 1 ) Sr.DAO/LKO , :

2 ) Sri C.P«Ti'lkha Sr .SEBD/CB/LKO- -------- ---
3) G«M(P)/1)'IDLS in referenced to his letter under 

reference,
4) SV/I.I/^nion Cell in reference to his letter No,

961E/^RI'U/lid .Qrs ./H^M/Hinute s/89-90 dated 
24/5 /90 , '



CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW / A ^ ^ )  )
O.A. No. ; OF 1990 (l() » ' 7  / >

C .P . Trikha , .  .V—-Aĵ pl lcant
Vere us

Union of^India and^oth crs L '

A N N E X U H*E -

BEFORE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBLNAL AT ALLMABAD

So .752-S^/2-€

DlVI^ttOKAl OTFICI^
Soiloay luo^ae^*

laokBcc*dotofi fOo9*1982

0 t l o o

c*
Srfi paoeofl tho

following ordoroi-

U

? •

Svrl H .C . Reaonoo S .f .A .  ^
tn 8r*I)’ ’*0 Office lo 30 ftoys t.A.Po

Shrl S .* .  Bolb»SM,RlC/tR ersio ao .«5- 700(ss)
In 8r.I)nt'o Offloo lo htrthj srewtoa t»
BS S .t . l .  0ro«9 Ka .^SO- VM ia) vl«o U s e  \ »bov..

ai:rl C .P . Trlkho, ip p .S K , ah# Is )
fer«r<ier», lo pooto* as StC A^- ««<*<> <i««4p-TOOl.w) 
iB 6r*£irS’*e Office i/lcs lt«B 2 «bov««

Thlo bsa the «pprov«l of ©©ffipotont outVsdrlty*

/
/v. X_ Z^-" ' < ■ ' V-

/ifitecfll Poro®nnol Ofrlciir,l>ivlei©G0l ^ro©nnol

C«py t©i-»

I .  Supflto Sr.35Fy*8 Offlc®. 

2 o SroD.A.O./liwknowo 

3* Sapdt* ?fiy Bllio 

4 ,  i- .F .O .A V A ^V ,



BEPOttE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTUATIVE TRIBINAL AT

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW 
O.A . No. : OF 1990 (L)

ABAD

pplicantC.P . Trlkha
Versus

Union £f„l2dla^and^oto^ 8  _  ^ Respondents

___________________  a"*N N E X ~

:Jo«764s/a-a«

J U U J L < L 5 »

w.riio orno«-
Uicicfl' a ,*a3X

-f-

V iO *̂r\, V !* (0 ? )  Tsetheira Hallvtjf,L»jcfero«
. .; ,a8co^4^ cvppJIQVJL f«r trun^rar oi* th« i»afe of Tr/'An .̂-j 

. rcaai«-J ^125-700(.TS) In 0i’fl0« hs
si aador LK /iffZ /L^c  '

I

T« vliJvi f3f t>̂ e abov« Sri C, I k

KPcirte aa«436-'700 (Bw- Uiid«* ;5̂ ,r'l?Ea Of rteo,(uotencv Is 
trar/6fe:-'rfta. wul p̂ ifftod under £?0/ a'̂ ;w/LRD al^ «

pCfito

-C

W ' a '

\ •

baa aprrjval of tho oo^ipotUnt aatbopUyo

!

f<u’ P^*z»u j«l Offuw r,
m«5k?ja^o

('
^  *:i)« £̂ 19<5to ICLccto Iti ofClceo 

tbe »«F*0«//HV/Ifld:rr>wo 

3 ) Th« £P«. 6A0/lKtU. - ^

4> ^  Su?*lt« I'ay Bill io offic<Je
■1-- ' , ,  „■ ^

y

' • ' ■ V -'i

■■ i

* .  ,i..'

'•'a .,;;, ^

I I



CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW '

• OF 1990 (L)
C.P. Trikha . . . .  Applicant'
„ , Versus
Union of^India and oth ars

A N N  E X U

BEFORE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL AT

---  - ---

Shri C . i \ T i r k h a ,  ___...................

iilectrical Charteinan,

. iiorthern iuailvny, " '

^ l a a b a g h , Luckno .

>  ' has taken  keer| in t e r e s t  i n  che impi^jvement o f

S T r '  P hata k  a r . a .  He h ^ ,  b e «  s i v i n s

■" e .  e„ to tne h i t h  tenoiori a i F ^ t a t i o n s  siucl had been Jtcepir,^- tie---

e ^ ^ p n e n t o  i n  c le a n  and h e a l t y  c o n d i t i o n .

^  H a n d l i n g  h i ^  s t a f f  in  a t a c t fu l  mam-.or

i n ^ I l s T ^  “o rk  v/ith 2:eal and d e d ic a t i o n .  He has  aL^o taken

i n . e ^ t  x n  .he  extra  c u r r i c u l a r  a c t i v i t i e s  i n c l u d i n g  , i v i n ,  lesso n s  and

r .inin^ , to .n e  t r a in e e o  v h i c h  are  bein^' pix)Vided u it n  training- f r c i l i t i e o  

unaer i ^ ^ V i - /A l a n b u ^ h ,L u c k n o w .  . . .  ' ^

, 3  2 0 0 /  , T  a c t i v i : i e .  he has  been , i v e n  cash  .award o f

h s .2 0 0 /-  and a CoLiuendation c e r t i f i c a t e .

i ho. Chat ta)
•Divit;ioiial l(£5.ilvay K-

hortnern kailv/i y 

Lucknow tf^?T Tv;^

Tn7 a-.T.Tz

imager,



CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW ,
O.A . No. ; 6F  1990 (

C*P. Trlkha
Versus

V n ' n "'e x “ u "r E »  I V

BEFORE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBINAL ABAD

pi leant 

Respondents /

- f - ’ - . M

759s /2-^/elc

N O  T I CJB

Divisional office» 
LucknowiDt. 5 * /s/l^Bo,

>
}

....  Ih i  foniwlng and transfer order, ar . her.lor .

jsuoa to ha 3 ® ^ ^ /v L /T K n  Ift f?r.Bs,700-900(RS) is hereby

fr^s^orroi ^ f t e a T n d t f l E .C q o n s t .j l l V U ®  on the bo. .

>) r r l t f ^ r i v l s t a v a

| r L ‘’n ^ S ' ^ ^ f t i ~ a r » L ? m ^ ° a S a l n s t  the post of S K T O / ^ /

■“ ■~TKn transfeSed to HL/^V/LKO . .

t  T r l  c“ :T ir .ha ,

in !-R:55,?-75?‘ « 2 L u

f

(6)

"a g f m % t \ r /o s ? % 1  ^ ^ x ^ i^ P o ^ r a n s f e r r o a  to (PoverK

: L o .p ;  Sha^a, ll » U 0 > ,

P 5 ^ ? 0 0 ? l s f 5 ^ ^ l « x J l K 0 .  ^ ,

Shrl V.B. Srlvast^a , ^vho was^ten^orgny pos 

’ ^ ^ " ^ ^ V a t ‘ roL^fa^sSD “ %aSe pay and grade, 

posted as at RBii kc>c<-700fRS') under SEK)/Pump/liCO
shrl V.:'. Pandey.ELC in 550-7g0, '
Is tenj -l^arlly P»®oted p u je j  against vork charge post,
(RS) and posted under .___ J posted under 

He will t>ave no c a ! , l+25-700(RS) under ELQ/CB/LKO

f f L ^ p f r t n f f e M d  posted ^nder S » /P U .P /L K 0 vice lte»

' l i ' p T s f e f ^ r /^

Sr.DBE's tha%Xst of ELO in grade Is. 't25"709$**®^ |
^ “ 0^ ^  trStffir^a  ^o ^N H  on administrative

®” “ "lhis has the appxoval t h e  o o y  tent, auttorlty.

%

for Divisional Persc/r 
> Lucknow^

^The a a /O E /u ®  .& isEro/nVLKo.
2 ;

I4-. The’ SEED /K^.
5. The ELG/fi/LKO.
6 . The Sr.D-/lD/LKO,. office.

• 7 . The Su ,pdt.(P^ o?Jice!
Q, The supdt.cmectL,) in office.

1

nbl Officar,i

,V

<

WW^



BEFORE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBINA^ jAT ^^^A B A D ,

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW 
O .A . No. : OF 1990

C .P . Trikha
V er 8 us

tJQlon of^India^andjoth^s ^  ^

a~n" n E X 0 R E ^

1

f

<

t ^ l  leant 

[« Respondent]

3 (D P) • to *•
p- (T) <D 1 f>r X <

o
n

♦ 3 H in 0> \ B
0. M O ►i W CO 0> »)
tu o O r+| H- § c t 00 3
H- t j 3 H) H* ro‘ O' D) •
H* H w (A P- H c+
O (D o M (0 o p .
£J IB H* C3* H« 53* O -n3

M O (0 H- 03 'Sj 3 H3
o (D C H" W ts s : \
(D P- m 0) p- P p t-*
■-J ts o O ' CO rt* C
c+ P- ro H- c+ ro V o o
H- ts CA c CO o • 3 S '
H> u ?r 05 c+ 3 VO w B
H- OP • t r H o

1

• o
O H* m M » (B - o s:
P < *<; 3 M o H)

hdf+ H* M p . 3
(D 3

OP H* g OP
o 0)

rf* ^  I?
n>

§
3 o D) W H

S ' / <+ <+ 0) « H* o
o- H* 03 M 3

o
13 OQ H-

03 s :
5
0)

a » H> _ (D o sa-
CD H 1 • '

vi’i



BEPOHE THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBIJNAL AT ALLAHABAD

leant

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW 
O.A . No. ; - OF 1990 ^L

C .P . Trikha
Versus

]Unlon of^Indla and j o ^  a*s ^ ^ ^

A N N E  X^U^R^E ~  ̂ ' '

- ;■ '• j'V

I f

• \ " . •■ ^  ■ujsdes' votî d, tsrc>̂ vsi-Gi? <?< pru 
 ̂ ' ^  i::av©

■ ■> .̂.- .3 ...................  . -7 ■: I- "  ■■ . •'-■»'

<Wi i-a„- <i.'.a: 4;̂ '...u,i ;. U . i
Coc;|>Utor

. , • »■■•w= ■:.; u i.

to ....; ri . - ' J •:'■.■■■ j f
' 5 ' ' -  *••• ' U v  • - . . i r  . .  ; •.  K  *  - .  ^  . f t .  4 * 4 .  r - V , „ ,  .  .. V  ' . W  . ' • • 1 . /  -3 . V - -  . • V . I . U

 ̂ ^  i>̂ v£;tcvi at „•

i hoti U?s;iy

. . . .  ■ i-Aiy,£i'iCi-; ru.ie Vi.v. ..-i

^ siii fcc. /l.vt-o .-Ĉ .̂:, ., i;: i.vf.u- w* ;■=•• ,-. ĵ x-.vv./

^  ,„ r j ;a s t 'u ;u :

..r̂' ■

U»»vJ<;(r .i»w.4:/v4^£a;.;iWj' C(;iU l-u- .  • •'
ea  tmm pay g4c<<ici;« ^ ‘*‘

'. i.. 

■<' '•

t*
. - V .

.l..CV»V

I- <^py to»«»

* ^;^>/Tl/L:^i>
^o

â phi;.i:/LKf}̂

7»

^  /f '̂  ̂jy\'-̂ j

1 / P ‘' l / i l , ^ r , v  / ^ ; ^ L

//" ■̂/-̂ ŷ'-'/A'i'

', ,-»A



'A

r )

-f

r

BEFORE THE CENTRAL ADMINIS-n^ATIVE TRIfillJAL AT ALLMABAD

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW 
O .A . No, ; - OFf 199f) (

C ,P . Trikha
Versus

Union of India and oth 0*8 

^  "  A n"n"*E ^

leant

To

i*JL ^Reagpndents

The Divisional Uailway Manager 

Nprthern Railway, *

Lucknow,

(Through Proper Channo

Subject : Hecovery o f Rs 34 ,108 .58  ô i account o f 

excess' payment for the period from Aug 

<lo June 89,

ust 86

Ref

Sir,

Your letterjNo. 2 E/AIXJ/ELC/ 

dated 2 7 .6 .9 0 .

ilLT/89~C,E; [Trikha

With due regard I beg to state that through ypur

letter No. 2 E/ADJ/ELC/RLT/89-C .P . |Tr 

the order fo r recovery o f Rs 34 ,108.58 

arbitrarily withou t! giving me an oppo 

heard.

"Ihe order has been passed agai

ikha dated 

is being p

27.6

isse

.90,

i

rtunity o f being

:ist the principlei

The over

of natural justice and no show-cabsa notice h 

issued to m e for th e said recovery. i 

antfe paid to. me for the period fron A 

according to rules and regulations ifr, 

of overtime payment. During th e said 

in duel capacity of Senior Electrical

as ever been

Electrical Chargeman and as such I ras allowed ovorti;

time allow-. 

ig 1986 |to June 1989 

Euned for the purposes
' , I ■

period I was working 

Chargeinen and

ceil Ing

, > i:

allowance for th e work done by me’beyond the 

limit o f  employment.

It is, therefore, most respectfully prayed that

the order dated 2 7 .6 .9 0  passed for recovery of ns 34 , 108.58

be kindly set aside as otherwise great injustice will be 

caused to me.

Lucknow

Dated

Ypurs faithfully, 

' ^

5 .^ .1990

|.P. Trikha),
F .0 I ./T .L ./N .R . 
ucknow. r !

j v V ' *
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V * In ths Oeatral Adminstrative Tribunal Alialiafaad

Circuit Bench Lucknow.

O.A. 275 of 1990 

G.P. Trikha

Versus

Union of India and others

Applicant

Respondents.

t

r

Reply on behalf of the Respondents;

Para 1: That tbs contents of paragraph 1 of the appli-

Ci) to ( i i i )
t5ation needs no reply.

Para l (iv } It  is uot denied that the iiupugned order for 

recovery has been passed by Respondent No. 3,

.  *  /  Jfi
under orders from G,l-i, (P) New Delhi, the ' 

overtime ^ r e a ^  paid to the applicant is 

violation of the rules, hence recovery to be
I

. made. The original order as c o ji^n e d  in 

Annexure ITo. 1 is not denied. \  ,

Para 2: Needs no reply. ,
Para 3: In  reply, it  is submitted that the represen ,

tion Viaving been made only-on 5. 

application before the Trib-^ial is pretaa

*

Para 4(1) That the contents of paragraph 4( ij of the 

application are not denied.

Para 4(2} That the contsats of paragraph 4(2) of the 

application are not denied.

. . .  2 '
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Para 4( 4 ) ; That in reply to the contents of paragraph 

4(4) of the a Plioatioa, it is stated ttiat 

wide orders as contained in Anuexure Ho, 5, 

the applicant ^̂)■as promoted as 3r. Electric 

Ghargffiueti in Grade Rs. 550-750(R3) 

purely on adhoo basis posted at AlambagU 

(Town Supply). I t  is subtuitted that in Town 

supply, the post of SBFO (Rs. 700-900) was 

^  downgraded as EPO (Ss . 550-750) and the

applicant was made superviser/ incharge of 

’ a depot as he was the senior taost.

Para 4( 5) That in reply to the contents of paragraph 4(-5) 

it  is not denied that the applicant was giTea 

a cotumendation letter along v/ith cash award 

of Rs. 250/-. Rest of the contents are denied.

Para 4( S) TViat in reply to the contents of paragraph 

4(6) of the application, it  is stated that

y-
the applicant was promoted toofficiate on 

adhoc basis vide order No. 759 l/3-l/lsLG 

dated 4 . ' 89passed by the Divisional 

Railway Manager Lucknow as SEFO TL/aB/LKO 

in Grade Rs. 700-900(RS), now revised to 

Rs. 2000- 3200(EPS).

4(7) of the application, the fact of tae 

applicant being awarded a cash group award of 

Rs. 500/- and a shield is not denied.



0'’
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Para 4( 8) In reply, it  is stated that the post of

A 5S5'0 was downgraded as SS’O Grade Rs. 550-75J(R3)

and the applicant was promoted to Officiate ■

as Sr. Electric Ghargemen in Grade Rs, 550-750

(R3) and made as supervisor/incharge of a

depot as ha was the senior most. He worked

in that capacity duritg the period August

1936 to April ’ 39 and continued to hold the

position of supervisor/inc'aarge of a depot

after being promoted to officiate as Senior

Electric S’oreaiau Train Lighting , Gharbagh

Lucknow till July ’ 89, It is further stated

that after the retirement of ART Incharge,

Shri Ram Deo, the applicant was also given 

the duty of
and made ART Incliarge also by Sr, D, S .E , 

though Sr. D .S .S . was not competent to do so, 

Xaac and paricularly for a such a long period 

from August 1986 to June *89. Ttiough it  is na-t* 

denied that the bills submitted by the applica­

nt from time to time for the alleged overtime* 

w e r e p a s s e d  for paytaent, but according to rules 

even i f  he had worked as ART In  charge, was not_̂  

entitled to overtime allowance. It  is submitted 

that to attend the accident site, was a part 

of its duty as a supefvisor/incharge of a depot 

was not entitled to at«r overtime allowance and

in such case hours of ^ploym ent is not app­

licable.

... 4

-  3 -
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Para 4( 9 ) :  rspi^"' to the couteats of paragrapii

4(9) of the a plioatioa, otiLy this m -ch is 

not denied that the bills as submitted by 

the applioatit, we«re passed by Senior 

aiectrical Engineer and Senior Divisional^ 

Accounts Officer Northern Railv/ay Lucknow.

Had these Bills been prepared correctly as_ 

the facts stiod, they would never have been 

passed ,as  he beitig incbarge of ATil and 

supervisor/inc’narge 31eotrical, was not _ 

entitled to over time allowance. In  fact a 

fraud was perpetuated by the applicant in - 

suppressing the true state of affair, while- 

preparit^ the billsfrotn titue to time for the 

alleged overtime. True photostat copies of-- 

the overtimebills are annexed to this raply 

as HOS. to . Bare perueal

^  of the bills would indicate that the appli-*

cant did not indicate himslef as ART Inc^rj^E 

but instead made shri G ,D ,Singh  working as 

cable jointer in Grade Rs. 380- 560 sign as 

a r t  Incharge and himself showvi as worthing 

under him as EFO, when in fact on tils own 

admission in para 3(8) of the application, 

the applicant had been made to work as ART. 

Incharge and working as such in  dual capacity 

It  is submitted that had the position been-- 

so, as indicated in the bills, tiae appli.cant 

would have beeti entitled to overtime,being‘ 

„ 0t the luotorge of -«I. As suolx ttie allaga-
'iy

H  \  i  ■ '' V
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Para ^ (1 ^ ) : Triat in reply to the con teats of paragrapia^ 

4(10) of the appiicatioa, it  is stated that 

the pos tion is correct. As already staced 

above, if the position showi in the bills . . 

for a l l e g e d  overtime prepared at the instance 

of the applicant was correct, then the 

petitioner wsBld have been entitled to ■ 

to tlie overtime, but the bills were prepared 

fraudulently to cheat the adminstration. In 

fact the petitioner made Sri G. D. Singh ( cabl^ 

jointer in Grads Rs. 380- 560) sign as ART '

In charge, the petitioner hiiaself signing as 

SPO, while the fact was tha'o the applicant 

was adaiittedLy appointed as ART Incharge 

and thus holding the post of Incharge ART 

he was not entitled to overtime allowance- 

as other wording under him were entitled to. 

It  is further subiiitted that as per the ; 

bills subuiitted by the petitioner, he never 

worked as ART Incharge and thus v/as not ■ 

having worked on accident site, thus disen­

titling him to sub.iiit any bill and also 

even accordingto extent rules, had he - 

worked as ART Incharge he was not entitled 

to overtime allowance.

\

Para 4 ( l l ) :  In reply, issue of letter dated 27.6. 19 90

by the DKi, thereby ordering recovery of - . 

Rs. 31,408-58 is not denied. It  is submitted

... 7
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Para 4( 12):

that the payment UsTiug been made due to ,an. 

adoiitis trat ive error, no notice or sliow cause 

was required to be served upon the applicantj 

as he himself was in full know of t’ix fa at 

that he was not entitled to over time and 

by preparing false over time bills for 

the alleged overtime, made the officers 

Sr. D.S.H1. and Sr D. A. 0. pass trie b ills and 

a l l o w e d  payment in good faith, to which tae 

aPLJlic.aiit v/as not entilled to.

That in reply to the contents of paragraph ■ 

4(12) of the aPP-icati-n, the subuission of 

r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  dated 5 .7 . ’ 90 is not 

denied.

Para 4( 13): That in reply to the con ents of pargraph

4( 13j of the application, it  is not denied

that the recovery has been initiated to 

recover the auiounts il legally withdra\vn 

by tbfi applicant and ssaiQ should be allowed 

to continue, as the atuount in question is- 

illegally being m  th-held by the applicant 

vjhich the adminstration paid on bills 

prepares, fraudulently and is being recovers 

to correct the aduiustrative error in 

payment as as v;ell as on detecting the 

fraud perpetuated by the applicant.

_ 7 -

 ̂ T' . . .  8



Para 4 (16 ): 'Tbat the ooatents of paragraph 4( 13} of the_-

application are denied. I t  is  stated that, the 

ordar has been pssed after due application . 

of mind. I t  is also denied that the .order was 

passed under influence of UHCCJ in P M  meeting.

There is no violation of natural .justice or^ 

rules laade for the purpose. The order of

recovery cannot be tersaed as malafide or

illegal as alleged.

-  9 -

Para 5;

Para 6 s

> •
-A-

Para 7;

Para 3:

Pare 9;

Denied. 'Ĵ he applicant is not entitled to any

relief. Hone of the grounds are tetia'ole unde.r 

law. '^he application is liable to be dismissed 

with costs and special coats looking to tiae 

circumstances of the case.

Receipt of the representation is not denied.

It  is stated that on the facts and circums­

tances, tiB instructions isaied for recovery  ̂

are legal and valid to correct sW adminstrativc 

error.

Needs no reply.

Denied, -̂’he applicant is not entitled to any 

relief and the application is liable to be 

dismissed with costs,

'i‘he a p p lic ^ t  is not entitled to any relief 

by way of interim relief, lo ground has been 

made out for staying the operation of the 

order dated 27.8. 1990, The interim order . 

passed by the Hon* ble Tribum l is liable to 

be vacated.



Para 4 (14 ): in reply to the coircetits of paragraph

4 (14 ), it  is subuilttQd that recovery has . 

"besa ordered correctly, after tiae satae cams 

to the notice of the adminstration at the 

iastatice of UEMU, The aPPlioatit was not  ̂

entitled to over time, as stated above and 

the b ills  would not have not bQ®i passed 

for paytiient and payuient made, even otherwise, 

^  had the applicant not prepared the bills

fraudulently to mis-represent himself to 

~f" be working under Incharge Art i>e. ohri G, D«

Singh who was not competent to be made 

Incharge ART as he was cable jointer in 

Grade Rs. 360-580.

Para 4 (l 5 ) : That in reply to the contents of paragraph 

^  4 ( 1 5 ) of the application, it  is stated tt^t*.«^

impugned order has not been passed arbitrarily 

but in accordance ta rules, after it  came 

to know that the applicant being incharge 

a r t  was not entitled to OT allowance and 

as well as t!:iat the bills prepared were . 

fraudently to get the saisie passed by giving 

incorrect position in  the same. The correct 

tion of acminstrative error needs no notice 

to the applicant and asn be corrected as 

and when it  is knviwn.

-  8 -



£ara 10; Heeds no reply.

Para 11: ifeeda no reply.

r'ara 12: Ueeds no reply.

Para 13: Needs no reply.

-1 0  -

i/ucknovr

O p p o s i^  partiesBated: Opposrte parti

Respondeu ts.
■If, i /■* ; » 5 „  J

■ ;x..■ ^ ’;vv,

Verification. * ?

I , v-vTorking as

in ttie office of Divisional Railway I'lanager, Lucknow

competent and authorised to sign andverify this reply 

do hereby verify that the contents of paras 1 to 13 

are true to my ô ĵn knoxA edge based on information 

 ̂ derived from the record and legal advice.
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b ef o r e  t h e  c e n t r a l  ADl4INISTRAriVE TRIBUNAL AT ALLAHABAD

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOW

O .A . No. 27 5 Of 1990 (L)

1991 ' '■
AFFIDAVlt . '■

s A i < \
HIGH ccruBi 
AULAKABAP

C .P . Trikha

Versus

Union of India & C i . . . .

App licant

ispondenb s

RSJQINDBR AFFIDAVIT

1 , C .P . Trikha, aged about 36 years, son of Sri 

Shri Dayal Trikha, resident of House No. 569-Ka/60,

Sneh Nagar, Alambagh^ Lucknow, do hereby solemnly affinn 

and state on oath as under

That the deponent is the applicant himself and 

as such he is fully conversant with the facts 

deposed.

In ansxver to para 1 of the reply filed, on 

behalf of the respondents it is further stated 

that the overtime paid to the deponent is accorcBing 

to Rules end there is no any violation of the Rules.

That the contents of para 2 of reply need no reply.

3 . That the contents of para 3 of reply are wrong and 

denied. The application is  well within limitation

. . .  2/-
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and respondents have not decided the deponent’ s 

representation and started the recovery from the 

salary of the deponent. Thus, the deponent left 

with no alternate then to seek the protection of 

law against the illegal recovery.

4(1) That the contents of para 4(1) of reply need no reply,

f-

4(2) That the contents of para 4(2) of reply need no reply.

4(4) That in reply to para 4(4) of reply it is siabmitted 

that the deponent was promoted to the post of Senior 

Electrical Chargeman in grade of Rs. 55To - 750 and 

posted at Alarabagh (Town Supply) , Lucknow and it  is 

wrong to say that the deponent was made St^ervisor*

4(5) That the contents of para 4(5) need no reply.

>
4(5) That the contents of para 4(6) of reply need no reply 

however, it is further stated that the deponent is 

st ill  working as Senior Electrical Forsman, Train 

Lighting, Charba^h, Lucknow.

f/yr

4(7) That the contents of para 4(7) of reply need no reply.

4(8) That the contents of para 4(8) of reply are not

correct hence refuted* The deponent was posted at 

Alambagh from August, 19S6 to J ^ e ,  1989 in the grade 

of Rs. 550 - 750 and woriced in_, :̂HSte capacity as no 

Chargeman was deputed with the deponent. The 

deponent was Incharge of Accident Relief Train. The 

Depot Incharge is never esser for Accident

Relief Train but the deoonent w as^v o r  woarked for

. . .3 /-



f . .

: 3 !

>-

ART and a Sxjparvisor in grade Rs. 1600 - 2600 is

__ ^
entitled to overtime whenever >«arked for AKT beyond 

normal duty hours. The deponent was allowed overtime 

as Incharge of Accident Relief Train. The letter 

dated 19*10.1989 issued by Senior Divisional 

Personnel Officer, Northern Railway, Lucknow, in 

reference to letter of Senior Divisional Electrical 

Engineer, Northern Railway, Lucknow, also shows 

that the deponen-^ei&r ?»»orked for ART.

A-
A photostat copy of letter No, 2E/Adj/ELC/RLT/89 

dated 19*10*89 issued by Senior Divisional Personnel 

Officer, Northern Railway, Lucknow is'*Annexure -R-l" .

---A

4(9) That the contennts of para 4(9) of reply are wrong 

and denied. The deponent reiterates the averments 

made in para 4(9) of application. It is ivrong to 

say that a fraud was perpetuated by the applicant in 

suppressing the true state of affirs , while preparing 

the Bills from time to time for the alleged overtime. 

The certificate endorsed in each Bill clearly shows 

that the actual cause of overtime Bills is ARP and 

normal traffic  was intefered and the staff booked to 

attend the derailment or year work as staff or ART. 

The voucher of overtime was duly sanctioned by Senior 

Divisional Electrical Engineer, Northern Railway, 

Luckno'w, and passed by Divisional Personnel 

Inspector (Competent Authority) in Adj. Branch of 

Divisional Railway Manager, The deponent has signed 

the Biix as Electrical Foreman/Town Supply Alambagh, 

Lucknow - inchairge of ART and Installation, shri

G .D .Singh acting as supervising staff of Electriacl 

side. The installation includes maintenance of

. . .  4/-
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Railway Colonies, Looo Running Sheds as well as 

Accident Relief Train, The deponent has deputed 

three incharge ii^Ci) Loco Running Shed, ( ii) Main­

tenance of Railway Colonies, and ( iii)Accident 

Relief Train , respectively. Shri Dharma was 

Incharge of Loco Rvinning Shed, Sri Om prakash was 

Incharge of Maintenance of Railway Colony and 

Shri G .D .Singh  was working as Incharge of Accident 

Relief Train. These three persons were deputed in a 

rotation for six  months respectively.

The para 1420 ( 2) of Railway Establishment Code

clearly'says that all other non-gazetted staff of all

departments who are called out in connection with

accident/^reak-Down shall be allowed the concession

of siipply of free food, department ally or otherwise

—̂ Lt—
during the period t h ^ a r e  en g ^ed  in breaB-dowi>duties, 

payment of overtime work in accordance with the 

normal rules time taken in travelling to the site of 

the accident and back shall also be recokned for 

payment of overtime, and payment of full daily 

allowance without the stipulation that they should be 

out of Headquarters beyond 8 Kilometers for a period 

excluding 12 consecutive hours. The deponent is 

not entitled for bre^-down allowance as such he 

has been rightly paid the overtime.

The photocopy of Rule 1420^ of Railway Establishmen 

Code is**Annexure R-2'‘ to this rejoinder-affidavit.
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It  is further stated that the Divisional Railway 

Manager and Senior Divisional Electric Engineer are 

the competent authority to verify and sanction the 

overtime B il l . The DRM/Sr.DEE is the Head of the 

electrical branch of the Notthem Railway, Lucknow, 

Division. The deponent is  working under him is as 

his subordinate staff.

4(10) That the contents of para 4(10) are misleading

and refuted* The correct position is that under 

Railway Establishment Manual, it  is provided that the 

overtime allcwance w ill be paid to the staff attending 

for extra hoxirs worked beyond tbe sealing hours.

It is submitted that the other employ placed 

similarly in other branch of Northern Railway i . e .  

Mechanical Branch and Engineering branch of Northern 

Railwa^^^ AS already explained in para 4(9) of this 

rejoinder affidavit that the deponent was woricing as 

incharge of Alanbagh Installation which includes 

A .R .T . also. But to regularise the normal fm otioning 

of Railvjay the deponent had deputed three different 

persons as Incharge of Maintenance of Railway Colony, 

Maintenance of Loco Shed and a .R .T . But the deponent 

was the person responsible for wlK>le work at Alambagh 

as well as in  a .R .T . also. There was no chargeman was 

posted with the deponent and the deponent has to 

work in dual capacity. The deponent had fixed 

responsibility of aforesaid three different 

artisen staff to regulate the work skillfully . There 

is no illegality  or fraud has been committed by the 

deponent as alleged in reply of the respondents. The 

deponent has acted bonaiffede and in the interest of
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Railway acirdni strati on. The. deponent is sincere 

and devoted eirployee of Railway Department which is 

evident from peeusal of Annexure - 6 of the 

application.

4(11) That in reply to para 4(11) the deponent reiterate 

the averments made in para 11 of the original 

application. The iirpugned recovery order is illegal 

based on rivelery of two Trade Unions of the Railways 

and the Railway Adrainistration had not applied mind 

which is evident itself by the fact that the deponent 

was not issued any Show Cause Notice. The monthly 

deduction from the deponent's salary airo^nts 

punishment and recovery cannot be made without 

issuing any notice to the deponent. The deponent is 

entitled to overtime and the Bills submitted by him 

are based on actual overtime working hours. The 

payment has been made correctly after due verification 

of overtime Bills and as such there is no illegality  

in payment of overtime.

4(12) That the contents of para 4(12) need no reply. It  is 

further s ’Jbmitted that the deponent's representation 

dated 5 .7 .1990  is st ill  pending for disposal with 

the respondent. .

4(13) That the contents of para 4(13) of reply are wrong and 

denied. The recovery is illegal and issued on wrong 

basis and deserves to be setaside as otherwise the 

deponent will suffer irreparable injury for his no 

fault. The overtime payment made to the deponent 

is in accordance to the Rules applicable thereto

.. .7 /-
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and the same cannot be recovered, from the deponent 

in any manner. The deponent has obtained his 

overtime for work done by him beyond the sealing 

hours employment,

4(14) That the contents of para 4(14) are absolutely wrong 

and denied. The deponent has neither submitted any 

fraud nor misrepresented himself to be working 

under Shri G .D ,Singh , As already explained in the

-y., preceding paras that the deponent had deputed three

Artisans to lookafter maintenance of Railway Colony, 

Loco Shed and A*R .T , Shri G ,D ,Singh has signed the 

B ill being Supervising Staff of a .R ,T . and the 

deponent is overall Incharge of the Alambagh 

electric installation. The i4p4gned order has been 

.A" passed by the respondent No. 3 on the invitation of

Uttar Railway Mazdoor Unioa. The U.R.M , on several
X

occasions asked the deponent to join the Union but 

on refusal of deponent's to join  U.R.M. trhion, they 

started to harrass the deponent on one or other 

pretext and on this ground also the iirpugned order 

of recovery is against the prinicipal of natural 

justice as w ell as without application of mind,

4(15) That the para 4(15) are absolutely wrong and denied 

and the deponent reiterates the ©verments made in 

paara 15 of original application,

4(16) That the para 4^16) of reply are wrong end denied.

The deponent reierates the contents of para 16 of 

original application in reply to para 4(16) of the

reply to para 4(16) of the reply of r-g»6rp-&antQt-ione.

• * ,8 / “
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It is further submitted that impugned order of 

recovery is illegal and malafide.

That the contents of para 5 are wrong and denied.

The deponent is entitled for his relief and ground 

taken in para 5 of original application are well 

maintainable and the deponent’ s application deserves 

to be allowed.

it
In reply to para 6 of the application /is  submitted 

that the impugned order of recovery is  i l le g a l  and 

bed in law and deserves to be set aside.

7 . That the contents of para 7 of reply need no comments,

8 . That the contents of para 8 of reply are wrong and 

denied. The deponent is entitled for relief claimed 

and the order of recovery dated 27 ,6 ,90  passed by 

respondent ^o . 3 (contained in Annexure - 1) deserves 

to be quashed and depon^t is also entitled for 

exemplary costs.

That contents of para 9 of the application are wrong

and denied. The Hon'ble Tribunal has passed order

dated 31.8*90 and 14 .9 .90  after finding the priraa - 
case

fac ie /in  favour of deponent and against the 

respondents. The recovery was stayed by this 

Hon’ ble Tribunal on 31 .3 .1990  and subsequently the
X*—•

interim order dated 31 .9 .1990  was made absolute by 

this Hon’ ble Tribvmal on 1 4 .9 .9 0  which clearly shows 

that there is primafacie case in favour of deponent 

and balance of convenience also lies in  favour of

. .  .9 / -
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deponent and against the respondents. The 

deponent w ill suffer irreparable injiiry in 

case the order of recovery dated 27 .6 .1990  is not 

iguashed finally .

10-to 13. That the contents of paras 10^11 ,12 , & 13 need no 

coiTirnents.

>

\

X

A-

Lucknows 

Dated: 10.5*91 Deoonent

VSRIFICATIQK 

the deponent, named above, do hereby 

verify that the contents of paras 1 to 13 of this 

Rejoinder-Affidavit are true to my personal knowledge. 

Nothing material is concealed and no part of it is false. 

So help roe God.

Signed and verified this loth day of 

May, 1991 at Lucknow.

Lucknow:

Dated: 10*5.91 Deoonent

I identify the deponent who has 

signed before me.

. (p.s.Mehra)
J p  . Advocate
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' iî ihabad

Lucknow: Dat^^s^l^
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BEFOR£ THE CENTRAL AIWIHISTUATriiiE TRIBiHAL AT ALLAHAB
I

CIRCUIT BENCH:# LUOKHOW 
O.A. No. 1 OP 1990 (I#) ,

YrlkliQ . . . .  Applleast ■
. Verouo ' I- . ,  ' .

D̂qJ.qq of^Indla^pnd jott^D .  ^ X - - - - A*i*i
i U*B B v̂i;>

/ / ■   ̂  ̂ , .................... ’ : :--4 ' ■

IJrcttkdowii X lioivrtucc.— (I)  N('ti',-ii;izcKcd railw ay 3 ;r\;‘;iiis m uploycd in ru iiiiijjg  

. S lic d s ^n d  ctiriiagc niicl w iijion di'put.s u l io  arc foy nucno in :; to hrcnktiow n duties

■ iM.-licl l ic i in  1,i 1cc(mcm1 S(;Ur be allowct.1 in !t'‘ Spcci:(l'"“t;OlV-Clisions:

(,i) A  breakdow n allowaiK 'c, \vhicii w ill be irca icd  ;ss :i C 'orapcnsatory A llow a iico

lo r  a il J)^Irpo.s^;.s and the paym ent o f w h ich w ou ld  be subjcct to "a review by

; ' I : (he contro lling  OITiccr in every ease where a railw ay servant has fa iled  to

5 i lu r ii out for brc;i^kdown duty v/iih in the s 'ip ukucd  lim e, at the followint>
rnlcs: —. i :

Category  o f  Stall' Scale A in c im t  olf ; 

berakdow ’n a llo ­

wance per TnofttSi. 

w .c .f 1-7-S5 N

. ‘ 4  
■'i' 
•ti'

/ Is ' ; !
Vfi- -v'i'fi

H'l.

Old i\c\v\

y

U nsk illed  workers

2. Semi-skilled A iiisan s

3. O ilie r  G ro u p  'D ‘ .StalT

4. ' in  sciilcs and  skilled 

■ I workers

I'lig lily  skilled A rlisajis  elc. 

M istrics, T X R s  etc.

■6.-Ciiargeiuen, ’1 X R s  etc. 

SlafT in hiphor >c:ilcs

: t

R s .  196- 23 2/ 75 6-9 40

Rs. 210-290/80()-1150

Rs. 200-240 

R s ,’ 200-250 

Rs. 210-270/800-1150.

Rs, 225--308/825-1200 

R s, 260-400/950-1500

Rs. 3 30-180/1200-1 ;;or) 

R,s. 380-560/1320-2040

11 j. 42.S.700/J400r230ii 

Rs. 550-750/160Ui266(i 

and above I

■■' 5 Ml- :■ ,

. ' i i  I' ,!• . -!

R.s. 1 0 / - p .m.

775-1025

J

1  R s ,  I 5 / - p . n v .
j  .

; R:„ 20.P p .m .

: i .■r i’i

VR'i. 25/- p .m .

'li
1 I'
! i} 
i!

. I P rw id e d  llia l the supervisory siafl, ho ld ing  *,posts ii) revjsed„„scjiks up to  Rs. 550- 

,J I ’750/l000:2_66pi_c,xcept (he siipcrvisors in charc.-1 of carriaf-e and v/agon depot,

, j l o c o  r tm n in g .s h e d  or .the clcotrical relief tra m ay be cranted breakdow n.

/* a llow ance  al the rates prescribed in tliis c lau c;

■ ,

;  : ';( ii)  .S u pp ly  o f free [cod. d cparin ie n la liy  o r othcrwi.se during  ilic period th iy  ara

! engaged in  breakdow n dulies; i . " ■ ' ■

jl (iti) Paynienl fo r ov ir tirac  w ork in .iccord^nce w id i n o m !.a Ij:u le s , time Ufcen

’ I . jn  travclliiig  to jthe site of the accident and back ThalT  ; 'h o  b e 're ck o ne d  f o r ’

I)a.yme.iit o f overtime;

,{iv) Paym eni of full da ily  a llow ance w ithoiU  the stipul.H ion , ilu it they .siiuukl be

o.iii o f iica ik juarlcrs bcj'i.iiul 8 kilornctivs for }■

A\\t hours; ; , ;i

<(v) Priority  !or a ilo im e iit o f (juarter,s, p a iticu la r ly  

. ' .sheds or c an iag c  and v/agon depo(i5 , as tlu', ease

(2) A ll o lh j; i : . iK ^ v ^ c iK :d „ s i:U L - ‘i i ^  who' arc c a lled .r .u t' j n coanec-

-''cc;denl,s/breakdov/n shall, be allov/ed the eonccss;oi)s enum erated ni d a o 4 s  
(u), (lit) and H  OL .sub-rule (1) above:

. i
K r . 

'f. ■ ‘ •

■ . ' I ?
■ I f

■iin- • ■■

I i ' - ' ' : :

' i * i
\'m> 
•i ''i 
i ■ •i

ii ,! 1

I •
'. - -Ii I. .-(Pi

i j \
?  i:

*i' ’ ’
' ‘ 1 
' ' i

x r io d  ■.■euinii 12 consccu-

([uattcrs n e a r 'th e  riyjni.Mg 

m ay be.
I i  s

; f t « V
if

’l
■ ■■
' V
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» '.,4m ..T \ ’ i '. " ’•'1' "'I ‘̂ iise o C _ p ^ n ^ - n t ^ ^  ^jaily allowance shall be;

, TC' I ' j  /  |P»M h ^p c c t iv o  of tbo rcsttictioas laid down' in l\ulo W I4. - -- ■ i

. 50 be adinissibl., Provided fimlicr that the abovcj concessions v. ii a

i /. M'ioiy staff Nvĵ io arc not in icccipt o£ the stnnding I 

wî jb(ri)rovisn uTTî vrulc
roci

' (3) Gazetted'stad', whip arc called outjau conned
<J ] li>A _■  _ . . . ; '

i c  allowed ihe concessions ciiunK'nilccI in claijiscs (fi) a,i

to tlie supê >«' 

:dovva a i lo w a i^  l a ' accordan,^

ion. with accidei?ts/|)rcak^Aiv/a'si«|, 

cl (iv) of sub-rule ( i )  ibcivcrj

■'f free food shall ,i)e paid to ilieProvided that no Cash Conipensafion! in lieu | 

Gnzetled stafT. i

t , W F o r  the purpose of sub-rules (1), (2) and (3) above, a breakdown jnay bo any 

_ot the following, which inierrupl normal traffic on runV.ing lines::—

■ 'i:'

s.

i

: ')> 

■ --M-'

(i) Any accident whicii involves the callinji out of 

with special staff or equipment (including MFJ, 

from ;hc nearest breakdown train depot or shed;

(ii) A  breach or wasli-awa}' on the line;

(lii) Snapping of 'ovcihead electric iraclion,. jinc;; ■ivln'ch invqlv

tower w agon o r  b reakdow n lo r iy ; .1 
: . ■ i 

. (iv) Dam;ige/bui\sting o f po ints r c q u ir i i” 

m aintenance rang;

(v) i.lrwikd(.iwji of 'inieiiockcd lifting b

a breakdown train or engine 

* equipment^ Or tradic cranc).

iC

irnc

(vi) Total interruption of telccoiurauitiJatio 

• ! • • • • . 

1421. Oiitturn aliowaiuc.— A telejjraph sh

rs;

«s caUiiif

aiiq iJanec of a •breahBown/rep.ilf/
i ‘ ; ’ . i ‘ '

i/connjiinuaitioas or of pov/cr supply^ . *‘J f

' IPr
jmucr/ telejirinter opera tor/wirc’css opo-'-

.. r .. may l)c paid, additional rcniuncratiou per Iticssagc vvorketl in ,e..\cc;is of the 

 ̂ lied number of nje-ssages during his eight or six hours duty ^n a j^nuiaated circqit,.under 

. Uic following condijions, viz. i U '

I ’ . I • • ‘Oudurn allowance' is (o bo granted fo r  all messages (including"scrvice mcs-

| l& i|

r ; ■ ‘ - ] J. • 
hh;

I

j .........ip-- \....... v̂» I i,\.w liivo” .. <‘i :pl.I >'ijî ! t
sages w ncli arc mnv lo bo Classified as 'T  messages) which arc disposed

(sent or received) during an eight hour! (coniiniious), or six hour Gnlensii'c) . r i i ' i j ' l

shift in excess of the minimum Inumber of n)o«sagcs as indicated in sub-'rule ^ii) ' 1 11' = * '^1
below. ■ ' ' ' ■ : ' ■ ; j I f Ji: ui:

5-'4‘

: 1 m '

below.

■'(ii) Telegraph Signailer/Telcpniiter  ̂Opeiu 

‘O u ltum ’ allowance circuit- will be re.tji 

I nu'ssages i)cr terin of eight or six hour 

or both without any txtfa remuneratio

(a) T cicgnip li S ignaller •

(b) TcK 'i^ in tor Operalor-

(c) Wireless O perator link

; . ■; ■ 1; 
./W ireless O pera to r w ork ing  o n  

rdci to hand le  "the 'fo llow ing  numfeer: o£̂ -'̂ 'i 4: 

djiily cither by “heinding’*; o r .“ receiving’;!'''

; ■ ■; \-i fi'

V-:-,'i I'/- I'-gli'i

■ ;: ■ ■! - 
: J . J '  ?  

'  ̂ ^  
niin'inuim 'j 

messages

• SO

• 160

72 

• 50

 ̂ ' 'i
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H  fw, f i 4  , ,  J  «-w:y'!v|y::it;
!' : ,•.. ,.‘ ‘ . ■ . . > ‘M.: |) ''

'it .li - s'

. -  ̂ ‘ ■ ' . -.Vi

p i ”

; ■],,?;> ’■ i

1. 'iTf?F¥i Hnf■•?(;(:','

2:, 'iTrOrn: , .

3. 5FT

■ I ■ ^

4:. %;TfnH"f t; ŵ ifV-
' fK J-ITR f̂T-̂,'fT

5Twrr' : '

,  {■̂O ! i
19G--2 3 2  j 

■̂ 10-2<'U\ '

200-240'

2  0  0 - 2 5 0  

2 1 0 - 2  7 0 '

225-308

SOG-IloO v';\> !

' / ; : V
/ 7 5- J 02 5 i  ̂■

<
I ' I :

sao-i 150 ^o' i '

10 !jo"sro

825-1200 Ko^j ■ j5

2GO-<iOO ;. , 950-1 500 

• 5 .  ^ ^ f p c  n n _ , t d n

1 . . . i ■ : J
«| ’■=rwH jrrfu' cr̂ r̂'̂ r ■ 425-700 -•■■,,, '

, %;f;rRT ii'- s<;o-75o ■ °  ̂=

't . .i. 
. j : ; . ;  , ; y

. - -I.  ̂ .

2O i f-frt’ ' ’ I ' '

 ̂= 1 25 ijo', !Tf̂ r̂  ; ■||':j V ’

” J ■. / '  . ' M r . ; ;

i . ; TflflBirt W ,  a w  ,(!f, ,

' 550-750/|600-26(jo t, a‘5> p(|(
; g.5 it ^

( n )  g-ff iT c f%  %  ^  j ;. i ? ''1

; w  ^ T  m ferf ; .  :' / ' I .  * \  ̂ ^
. . . .  . . *. I ;I ■ ‘ I , 'j.1 si ; i|;'|j|i'j:

(ill) vfr*rff̂ %• ■jraTn-r arfir̂ â̂ 'a-rrr :>- r i '■'i ''■. jj >’‘1'll
. - I , ’v''> 3)Td>|.i?r ^  %C? ffffi'a- .r..-I-' ' 4

,  ' ! ‘ , "■ ' .  ■ ‘T v:!l3

ill

1 ^ 1(iv) w  ft- - v ' ' -: '■'H ' l J i . ' p '

%  fi,, s ^  - r i  : , :1

I ■ . (2) q>ft % iT%jr'tfl- arfir L  - - . '. j. hfel ltS il

i^^r^rr srrij, ( i )  ^  i /„ )  V i „ f t  , ' r M j r f  n!

! ■';"' i=

.  ■.  I

.  j

' •, i ■. "i ■ ' i  f.

\
i/u,43 :
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'U '^ 1 6 2 8 :f’'-rrô i t Sfr f'ffffl  ̂ 'R^cisp jif' ŜtH'.i'-ild- fjraani =RF « In  f r:t? ,fer7 r ., [ /

'n?g JTf nr %  ^^<rt fTirw#’ ^  ^  ^  -.fr j«5T̂ a 5>r> -fra' g T p m  '' jg';.’

(2)-  % 3{iTHi'c^«Tr4V -fRjr 'flror ^Cf' f>ria?rr |  i m i.'

. J
I ■ '[i 'I'll

.: V .   ̂ .;.'i .
n̂x, eif *̂T î;sr'

.ir

;l I

■'( 3) Wffecf r̂T̂ tiirf'-'̂  Vt, % <I-?';T ir jm;. e#PT>I. • ;'/|r:<

( 1 )  % <sr®̂  - ( i l )  3ftT, ( iv)'  Sf ffJTTPiRr aripitr 5rii??fr 1! ’ V. ]i j i '^v •;;!- V ' i '  
I ' ' . i : ' * ■ ■■' ; . ' i'c• 'i'-?''' '"'
I ,Tc?ff Twrf^ r̂̂ rqra «t>tpr | 5-?% q?if K̂ĉr ^
.’■ ' ’ • '■ . M • ’ •■ • ■••■■'■ ' ;lj!']

I ■ • ' : . . . • ;  .U- i j .
j.  ̂ , , • I ! ! • ; - • >  ' I '  ■* i-?' 1'*
1 ( 4 ) wper <̂rf'TTfT ( i). ( 2) 3iVc '(3 ) ;% srcftor̂  ̂ ‘

'ft; ?;t !,■ i>rr?f 'r hwrt iwi-ncT: ^ 'Tfcrr | >— ■ '■. ^

(0 fti’jit fTfTJ'rn’ '4'jr'j iTi?i rrff'-.Tf ?r=r % ffrŴfV

(iXfTn T;̂  :j.TepK r̂ nTcTRTT'r % -'rw ' TTft
' ' ' ; -f̂i'frr r̂r̂mMT ^  ; -1 . : ,■ ■ ■ J

( i i )  tTif^ w  ••r? orntf r̂rj ?![ .qpTf ; * ; ■̂•;

( i i i )  s ‘T?t f=rya w ar ^  syivfr, m.'Vfof?7 J
I i sPTinr ^  ■ , ■ :'

(i\j) TI't'Tl STfiTiT'?? p^ijZ?: ■*f3r̂ /?TTJTTd/3r̂ TOT 4'!! , ^' ?■■ ■■

■ I . i

(v) ■3T̂'!'̂riifl=r sT'TfTa-'ifr ?r| fft̂r

(vi) r̂'TP̂ /'T'.fR ?i;r qr q-,i;-c 5

142!. :iTi4«f(3r ■iTar.--i;rrt sfpr^ ft f^T,,

nz «Pf wit % :t̂  jTT̂in'r >fr • ?r arf̂ ir.'f'wc /*
snfjf̂  !|; f?[cr rjifrrf̂iT i':riftMr)=Rr :M irr;f? % 3{a>( f%Trr.virr Jir%3iTj:
3r̂ r<T:—  , ■ ■ I . ■ , , •; f

(i) %w«rr?r '<T«r’ sjt 'T*fr c f M ' ( 4 1^  inw :, ’jfV: | ,.'f^^ !'^ ':;"^ ‘.i

: ?T?'5r JT'-( q- î'irf'Tr'fw 1-in̂ .lj % ffi'cr f?-qr- sn'crr

, qr nf. (>-iJT 5ryf?r) erV -fret % tj'knT ;?r{^ ?{Wt % ,sifs(̂ ''„

 ̂ ^*fTr fri'RTrtT (54;̂  irr:Mi'<r f^nr) ;3ikt sfr f̂f% ( i i )  h |

, ( i i )  .'ffJT jira r' 'jTvir s r  «ct t r  '

j ,:irmr( «■ ?its Thrift tt 5fĉ î> anpj ?r %'ffgrf?gcf'?rst!T ' r

|̂i, 
i r

%■ iq̂Ti' ITT n'r ">>3r ^  "STM,
Jrr ^Rf r̂inr-; jAt pfi«ri 'rir'̂  RnzKf --;;> JfTOr nff r̂t̂ fl'~ '■ ■ - I

{t>) mT r?r»T:i5r<

(is) E-̂liFsiSX an’R *  '■ 

(ff) jrth: arnr-i'̂

% . ' ! ' ;  *

>

r  1  r  $1
•• : . 1 '  1 '

) ;• ; i .•, .
!-. I -  n

:.i,'

I-
si-f îc*’n?!7r!ssif;̂ !53a.



<f CIRCUIT BKNCH, LUCKNOW 
O.A.  No. ; 2 '7S- OF  iS90 (L)

C.P . Triktia Applicant
V era us

-®i®2 ^ ^ 8̂®ojgQn<lento
A N N  E X U^r ' e" - ^  * ~

BEFORE 111 E CENTRAL ADMIN ISTR ATlVE^itB IlJ AL AT ALLAHABAD

NOriT[(FKlI R/aLViAV 

M o . 2 E / A c 1  J / e 1 c / ! U . , T / 8 9

pivl. ElectrJxal Enpincoj' 
Northern fUy; n^^inecj.,
L ucknnw . '

/

' v i  s  i o n p ]  r r  r. ] p o  

T - ' J C k n o w  D t ,  1 9 .  l o l o g .

O E F r i / L A M V ^ U f o ! ^ ^ ® " ' * " ' ' "  C . P . T r l k h a

1 6 7 - a ^ c / L K O / H D «  OT d t .  1 7 . 1 0 . 8 9 . '

01^1 ^ In M  j'^sec nf -^'MVjLKO
cldlm by Sr.DEE/lKn a.iter sanction of 0  T

incharpi as .■=uc;;\\°ere"„::,r,™ °, oint =hovn ks
De'not L  orricor. r, r° '̂^*'>'’'=1̂  sanctioned

p o t  i s  n e v e r  G a r m o r k n H  f o r -  yM^n. I n c h n r p r >

c l r c u n s t n n c c s  h -  w a ^  e a r - j i n n  i r  u n d - r
t o  y o u r  b r a n c h  a n d  y o u !  ̂ t e s t

o f  t h e

what
known

' y  

• A

D o ^ o t .  "  ■ a c c i d ' o n t s  i f  h e  l a
t

Departs „ ^ r : r u o " a n r c ‘hccl elcctricdi .

“  ^  near the place oi

P - p a r 3 ^ h .^ . ,p i ,  for U R M ,.,

g'ii

ll/gc *

®'’ ‘ '’fj ''i ''’^f5onnel off!
o I'ly/LuGUHrtw

/

c e r . ,

i
P
Iv-i

.-'■a

t.,'
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