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C E R T IF IC A T E
C^ertijSed th at no fu rth er action is required totaken and th a t the case is fit 
fo r coiisigtuiient to tfie recoord room  (decide^) ,

Dated

C ounter Signed

,r " S tp ia ^ e  o f the 
DeaJiiig Assistant



'^12,9«1990 V,. a .A .NO .307/90(L) 

Hon'ble Mr, Justice K.Nath^VeC.

Hon’ble MR« M.M,Sinah . A«M.

Issue notice to respondents to show'  ̂

cause why the petition may not be admitted# List ‘ _  

for admission hearing on 26,9.90 • In the mean 

time the respondents shall assign proper duties to 

the c^jplicant. They shall also produce the record. 

The case may be disposed of finally on the date f i x ^ .  

Copy of the order may be given to the learned counsel 

for the applicant v;ithin «^tv7enty four hours.
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C EN TRA L A I» I IN IS T R A O ? IV E  T R IB U N A L , M JL.,m h3I-\D 

C IR C U IT  BENCH 

LUCKNOW ,

O.A, No. 307/1990

Jeet Ram

versus

Applicant,

Union of India & others Respondents.

*

Hon, Mr. D,K, Agra'wal, J.M ,
Hon, Mr. K, Obayya# A*M.

(Hon. Mr, D.K, Agrawal, J .M ,)

This application can be un<Serstood in the context

of O.A. No. 300/1989 decided on 20,3«^&-vJ’he applicant

was a Keyman® He was transferred from Gang No.' 1 to

Gang No. 2, However, he did not handover charge in Gang

No'e 1 and therefore, he was not allowed to join in Gang

No« 2. 0,A« No. 300/89 was filed by the applicant alleging

that his services have been orally terminated. The employe

denied that the services of the applicant were terminated

at any point of time. They placed the correct facts

before us. It was stated that the applicant was absconding

and avoiding to handover charge in Gang No. 1, nor he was
them

joining in Gang No, 2, It was further pleaded by/that 

he cannot foe allov^ed to join in Gang No, 2 unless he 

hand's over the charge in Gang No, 1. Therefore, we passed 

an order to treat the applicant on duty in Gang No. 2 

with effect from the date he joins there after handing 

over the charge in Gang No. 1, We further directedthat 

the applicant vjill not be paid salary fo rth e  period
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he has actually not worked. A further direction was 

made that the period for which the salary is not paid, 

w ill, however not be treated as break in service either 

for seniority purpose or for counting the continuity of 

service.of the applicant for future promotions. The 

state of affairs remained the same i .e .  the applicant 

has neither handed over the charge in Gang No, 1, nor 

joined Gang No. 2, instead the present application hais 

been filed alleging the same facts that his services 

have been orally terminated., ^  further prayer is that 

he is entitled to proraotion as Mate,

2„ We have carefully considered the pleadings o ft  he 

parties. However, we were deprived of the benefit of 

hearing the learned counsel for the  applicant. Neither 

the applicant, nor his counsel appeared on the date of 

hearing# Opposite party No, 4 only appeared before us 

on the date of hearing*

3, Having given our careful consideration to the 

pleadings of parties# we are of the opinion that the 

present application is barred by principle analogous 

to res-judicata# as regards the relief contained in 

Clause I .  As to relief contained in Clause I I  i .e .  the 

promotion to the post of Mate from Gangman# we only 

observe at this stage that the applicant is not in 

employment as on date. He must first comply with our 

orders passed earlier referred to above# hand over the 

charge in Gang No, 1 and join Gang No, 2. Thereafter, 

he should, make representation to the competent authority 

for promotion# i f  due. He can approach the Tribunal only
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after exhausting the departmental remedy. Therefore# 

vje are not expressing our opinion about the question 

of promotion» W® may also mention that necessary facts 

as to hov; the applicant was entitled for promotion, 

has not been set out before us# therefore, vje cannot 

consider the question of promotion in th e  present 

petition«

4 , Therefore, the claim petition‘ is disposed of as 

ab'Dve in the light of above observations. No order as

Lucknow Dated*. April^li|''^> 1991,

J.M,

W- 
' ]
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C£wT.?,aL AURIfJISTU.sTIVt f«IbJNAL 
 ̂ CIRCUIT ■BENCH, LUtKNOli)

.Icpisyrriciijn i\lo«

APP.LIC;\i'JT(3)
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• Particulars  to be examined 

Is the -----'-i — -

a)

competent ?

Is the application  in  the 

prescribed form ,?

b)

c)

Is the application  irv paper 

book form 7 . ;

a,

9 ,

10.

Endorsement'as to result  of examination

Have s ix  complete set§ of the 

application  been f i ia d  ?

i r ^
(a )  Is the aflpie±*'in time ?

• 'h) I f  not, by hou/ many days it  

i s  beyond time?

c )  Has su ffiex en t  case for not

Tiaking the application  in  time, 

been f i le d ?  . .

Has .the  document of autho risatior /  

Uakalatnama beep filed  ?

Is the application  accompanied by 

B .O , /p o s t a l  Order for Rs .SO/-

Has 'the  c e r t i f ie d  copy/copies 

of the o rd er (s )  against which the 

. application  is  made been f i le d ?  ,

a )  Have' the copies of the 

docum ents/relied  upon by the 

applicant and mentioned in  the. 

ap p lica tio n ,  been f ile d  ?

b)- Have.the documents referred 

to in  (a )  above duly attested 

by a Gazetted O f f ic e r  and 

numbered accordingly  ?

c )  Are the documents referred 

to in  ( a )  above neatly typed

• in  double sapce ?

Has the index  of documents been 

filed  and pagffing done properly ?

>

Have the chronological details  

- of representation made.and the • 

out come of such representation . 

been indicated  in the application?

Is tho matter r ^ s e d  in  the appli­

cation pending before, any court of 

Law j,or any other Bench of Tribunal?

xh>



11,

12.

•■'5.

15.

2 .

Pc^rhibulars bo bo'Examinsd

Are the ap G lic a tia n /d u p lica te  

copy/spare ccpies signed ?

■ Endorsefnent as to result of examinat i o n .

■ .  ' '  ■

17.-

ia.

i9.

Are Gxtra copios of the appl'icatioj) 

with-Annoxuros f i l o d '?
■ -3

a )  Idontical with the Original  ?

b) OcfGctive ?

c)  bJanting in  Anncxurcs

Nq s ., pai,osMoa ?

Havo bha f i lu  .size £;riyolopes 

, bearing full  addresses o f 't h e  

■rDspond0 nts been f ile d  ? ' '

Are the givi^n address the 

'ragistcrGd 'address. ? .

Do tr;G namGs-cf the p a r t ie s

■ stat:.d in  ib.a copies ta lly  with

tho,?o indicated  in  the appli­

cation ? - '

i\rG the translations c e rt i f ie d  . 

A o ' b c  ture  or supported by an 

' .A ffidavit  a ffirm ing  that they 

‘‘aro true ? ' ■

Arc •&h,0 ' f a c t s  of' the case 

fi.onti'onod in  itcfu n o / 6 of the 

applieatipn  ? ’ , ' <

, 3) Concise ? ■ .• ■

d) Under d ist inc t  heads ? . ' '

e )  'lumbered conspctivuly  IS,

■ 0 ) Tvpad in  double spaed on one

, sic.Q Qf the ■ paper ? ■ ,

the particulars  -fop incerim 

order .prayed for in d icated  yith 

reas.ors ?

y.hethor all  the remedies haue 

been exhausted, ' ■ <

yV

A. .

. A

■

'■M.

Jinesf/'

/

, -S.vJ
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IN THE m r n m m n i  m .m m ,  a m m  m c h ,

mm  I
( See Hale 4)

milOMEOI M llR  SlCnON 19 OF TEK (Mfm 
 ̂ . )■ ; AUimiSTMriVl ‘MBJNiL ACT 1985

▼ V'!

. I  Jeet HaJii *«.. Applicant

¥s.

Uiion of India Hespondents

Q X  CLiUl AGAINST o m  OBDSR 01 GEASAfflON

0 1  m u o i m f  i m  post of m m  m.

. Page.llo...... Rejnnrks
♦

1. Memo of Claim peti(ijion f Tc

£, fakolaJiaraa

3. Other dogaraent filed in oompilpitiQD. Mo.TI

. . 2

k
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L>rrW rl7
Lucknow

Dated Signature of Applicant

I~or use in Tribonnl^a office

Jeet Ham 

thK}ugh counsel
Date of filing 

or

Bate of Receipt by Post
( S.N. Saxena) 

Regista^iblon No. Advocate, Luckno?/,

\

}' , ■ Signature of Registrar.
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Jeet Raiii, aged about 44 years, son of Munna,

Hesident of Village Kondari Khera, Post Beraa, Tehsil 

Sandila District Hardoi.
IpplicaJit.

Ys.

1. Union of India, though Secretary to iJepartment 

of Railvjays New Delhi. *

2. Divisional tail Meager, lorthem Railway, 

Moradabad.

3. Assistant Engineer, lortiiem Raili*Jay, Sitapur 

Gity*

4. Pemanent fay Inspector, lorthem Railway Bal̂ snati, 

District Hardoi.

. . . . . .  Respondents.

DiTAlL OF iPPLIGAJlQM

1. PARTI (HLABS Oj? ORDSH AGAJl'ST WHIGi AFPLIGA;nOK iS

The application is made against the following 

orders:-*

ii) - Order Mo, Mil
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(ii) Date ’ ' Hili

; (iii) Passed by Nil

Since no specific order Is vjriting has been 

passed it is not. possible to give details of
i

\

 ̂ ' eoiy sacli order, ^plicant has been orally

; ordered by respondent No. 4 not to resume

duties v/ith effect from 2.9.89 and has 

acoordin^y not been pemitted to resume 

^ t  his duties from such date.
I ' • « ’

2. JUliLSDIgflOM Qg m  mHJMAL:

The spplicant declares that the subject matter 

against vMch he Vi/ants redressal is vdthin 

the jurisdiction of this Hon'ble Tribunal»

3. LIMIfATION:

The applicant further declare that the 

application is id thin limitation prescribed* 

in Section 21 of the Administrative Trihinal’ s 

Act 1985.

4. lAGTS Of Ti-IE CABE:

i .l  That applicajit/ petitioner after vjorking as 

casual labour from 1961, to 1964 i.'jas made 

Regular Gan@Jian sisce 3.10.1964.

: . . .  3

V ?  .



4. 2. That having regard to petitioher’ s seniority 

and merit, suitabiity and perfom^jice he 

on 27.4.89 vide order lo. E-6/Kepian passed 

by Assistant Engineer H.HLy. Hardoi(under 

whose administrative control at the relevant 

time) on the hi^er post of Kej îan against 

existing vacancy in the scale of Rs. 800-1150 

per month from post of Gangiian. TMs 

promotion was made after dae 

selection.

-3^

Y
/
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4.3 That .the appli cant is at present v©rking as 

Keyoian in the scale of Rs. 800-1150 per month 

under the administrative control of opposite 

party Wo.3 and is ?Jorking under supervision 

and pontrol of Opposite Party lo .4.
>•

4. 4 That the previously applicant vias order-ed 

orally by the Hespondent lo. 4 on 2.9.89 

not to \«rk as his services had been teiminated 

by oral order of the Opposite Party No. 4.

4. 5 'Phat after exiiusting of departmental remedies 

he had to prefer a claim petition before this 

Hon’ ble Tribunal which m s allowed vide orders 

dt. 23.3.90 and the Opp.Parties stated 

specifically that they had no objection to 

allow the applicant to take back in service 

and allowed him to i^sume his duties, A
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trae oopj'’ of the order of the Trihinal is being 

filled herewith as Mnexare No. A-1

4.6 That in compliance of the Hon’ ble Tribunal's 

order the petitioner was Reinstated and isas 

transferred from Grange lo. 1 to Gangl̂  Mo. 2 and 

joined thei-e. Bat the 0pp. Party lo. 4 Sri

H.K. Shama become annoyed ?dth the success 

of the petitioner in court case and it increased 

,f the personal illmll malafide of 0pp. Party

Ho. 4 toTOrds the petitioner and he said that

he will give a lesson to this HarijaJi low caste
tjj-

for daring to go the oDurt axid complaining against 

him. A true copy of the transfer order dt.

21.5.SO received on 24.6.90 is being filed as 

Anne.xure_.Ia.. ..l- 2... ^

4.7 That the 0pp. Farty No. 4 posted the petitioner 

' under his control" ^ d  superi^^ion' &d ' required

him to watcli iCJi. 17 to 22. The 0pp. Party 

Bo. 4 issued and served on the petitioner 

three letters separately on 23.6.90. The 

copies of the said letters are being filed as 

innexures No. JcJ, A-4, a?id 1-5

4.8 That vide letter dt. 23.6.9(^he ?̂ as posted in 

Gange No. 2Ĥ  as Kej^ian he was further required 

to send list of parlri.e. (heM ,. Bolt, Pin, .. 

bearing plate etc. He was giiari'' supei*vision of
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Area K.l, 17 to 22 . Accordingly he reported

the matter to the authorities^ asking req;aired

supply of the articles whidi we re. necessary
^tSailviay line 

for proper maintenance /vide his letter dt*

13.6,90 and 23.6,1990,3he relevant letter

k) this respect are heing filed hereiith as

iimexare lo..A-6 .(letter dt. 13.6.90) and as

Annexare Ho. A-.7 ( letter dt. 23,6.90), As

a result of annoyance of P.W, 4 the petitioner

was served a so called ' dxarge sheet on 2,5.90

showing some shortage ( i.e. Annexare

The petitioner explained his position in

detail. He could not know yet what had been

the fate of the so called charge sheet . The

true copy of the said charge sheet and its

reply has been filed as Annemre Ho. A-  ̂ and

A-'

-5-

4.9 That according to departmental rales the Keyman 

is never given charge of any spare parts or tools 

bat it is the duty of P.VI. I. and Mistri 

get utilized the tools by the Keyman ?sid Gange 

man . It is clearly provided in the rales 

that the Mate Dill take diarge of the tools 

and keep than properly after geting the mvk 

done. ■ .He has also to supervise^ that tools 

have not been left at the site or track. Th^s

it is clear that the Keyman is not given any 

ctiarge of tools and other pga goods and he is
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ipt allowed to take thea home. It is a false 

pretence that the petitioner was a'roiding to 

give the diarge as nothing is given him to 

in charge whidi he should give in charge to 

other man^in fact aJid practice, lii fact the 

Keyraan is issued at the time of irork̂  tools ajid 

other parts \̂ hidi are taken back at the closing 

of the day.

Y

/-■1

4,10 That being a&noyed the P.W. 1 i.e. Opp.Party 

No, 4 by oral order like the past ordered the 

Mate not to allow the petitioner to 'ork ^ d  thus 

the petitioner has again been deprived of his 

employment which is only source of his livihood 

A true copy of Mate’ s letter dt. 4.7.90 is being 

filed as iflnexure lo^Ald . Since then the 

petitioner though he goes to attend his duty 

daily but not allowed to vrork and is being marked] 

absent.

4.11 That the petitioner sulmitted a representation 

narrating ail the facts to Mandal Rail Prabazidhs 

Moradabad vide letter dt. 8,7.1990 ajid sent 

its copy to AssistaJit Sitapur city as well .

The true oopy is being filed as tone?ai.rfi

4. l 2.Tiiat the 0pp. Party Mo. 4 sent a registered
letter dt. M  ^ich m  rem K i bf ik
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tiie petitioner on 25*7,90 stating therein that 

the petitioner is absent from his duties vdthout 

aay intiiiiation and the petitioner r-equired to 

present himself before him within 3 days for 

datie^ Othervase it ^dll be presujaed that 

the petitioner not inclined to resume duties.

4*13. That though the petitioner was ®)ing on his

Huty eYery day but was not allowed to ?jork icnd 

his services teiminated by oral order itj of 

Opp, Party Ko. 4, The petitioner in oompliance 

of the letter dt. 19.7.90 presented himself 

before the Opp, Party No. 4 for duty. The 0pp. 

Party No. 4 humiliated him and declined to allow 

the petitioner to wrok saying that the letter 

sent by him was simply a ptpers transaction 

and peshbandi to sa've himself and his action 

and deprive the applicant from complaining 

before the h i^er  authorities or the court.

4.14. That the petitioner sulmitted an other represen­

tation dt. 4.8.90 narrating all the facts and 

praying that he will be allowed to wrk and his 

service be deemed continued from 4.7.90 on 

records and he is being illegally not allowed 

to uork due to arbitrary oral, orders of the 

Opp. Party Ko.4. A true copy of the 

representation dt. 4.8.90 is being filed hereiath 

as Annemre No.
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4,12, That inspite of lapse of oonsiderable period 

of time the petitioiwooald not get any 

relief fim  the departmental higlier authorities 

and oould know nothing about the decision 

of the said representation. The petitioner 

has been deprived of his only source of 

livelihood and hence he having no other

Ljri&^FTO €ffectila(^fee remedy seeks the protection

V  of this Hon’ ble Cburt ond challenges the

-8-

validity of the oral order of P.W. Ho. 4 

teminating his services which \ii]ere given 

effect to aJid conmunicated vide letter dt,

4,7,90 of the Mate Sri Gadan V aiaongst 

other 0h the follovdng grounds*.-

Q R 0 U M D S

a) Because the oral orders of 0.P, No, 4 teimi-

nating the petitioner’ s services comniunicated 

vide letter dt, 4,7.90 of the Mate Sri Gadan 

are arbitrary and illegd and are lible to 

to set aside,^, ,

B) Because the oral orders terminating the

services of the petitioner are raalafide and 

also against the principles of natursO. justice,

C) Because action of respondents in ordering

oral ceasation of petitioner employment from
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post of keysim is h i ^ y  arbitrary, h i ^  

handed and illegal.

D) Because petitioner^)employment can not be put 

to an end, no^ it can be curtailed or 

minimised vdthout having full and fair 

re-course to rules i.e.'reasonable opportunity 

of hearing , enquii’y, show cause etS, in 

absence ;0f ihioh such sort of action is 

touai'ranted in law.

T

1) Because action, of respondent is contrary to 

to the principles of natural justice, ei|Uity 

and fair play as well as it is contrary 

to rules,

6. Mails,£LBsaedle5.-^ti^Ml"

The £g)plicant declares that he has availed all 

the remedies available to him under rules { It may be
r*'

stated that since no specific order irariting has 

been passed, legally no appeal cari be filed , even 

then ) applicant has preferred a representation on

8,7,90 by mean of Mnexur^No A-U ’"^vliich ha&jSmot 

been responded.

i

7. lATHxB MOT PKSnOU'SLY IILID Ofi PSDING' 

WITH AMY OTHER (DURT>

The applicaiit further declares that he had 

not filed previously any application, writ petition 

or suit regarding the matter in respect of ;̂i?hich 

application has been made, tefore any c»urt of law
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or any other a’̂ thoidty or other Bench of 

the Tribunal and nor any sudi'application, writ 

petition or sait is pending before any cpurt of

8. aSLIllFS saUGHTt-

In view of the facts mentioned in para 4 above 

the applicant prays for the following reliefs:-

(i) a declaration, direction or order in the nature 

of mandam^us be issued in favour of applicant 

to the effect that he shall be deemed to have 

continued on post of lej^ian in Gang Ko. 2© 

under respondents as usual and entitled to

all consequental benefit of salary etc.

(ii) a direction or order in the nature of madan^us 

be issued directing the Opp, Parties to 

consider the petitioner’ s naiae for pix)motion 

to the post of mate from the due date 

according to the seniority aJid sutabiity , ^  

^he persons junior to the petitione:^^ are 

Gangeman , but they are being pemitted to 

wrk as acting mate on the post of Matê thê *̂'"̂ ^̂ ^̂  

petitioner is the senior most Kei îan and 

belongs to schedule caste,

(iii) Oostf of the claim petition and sudi other

relief as may be deemed fit and proper inthe
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in the cifau:astajices of the case may be also 

Wanted to the petitioner,

9. OKQEE If MY PRIS'D K)R:

Pending final decision on the petitioner ’ s 

application, the petitioner seeks the following 

interim relief:-

** Respondents be ordered to peimit itetitiolier 

to continue him to WTk pn post of Kê oaan in 

Gang No, 2 IB anderP.f,I. Balaiaaii and to make 

him itegular payment of salary for the post of 

Kepian’̂

10. iPFLICATION IS presented throng counsel Sri 

S J '. Saxena, Advo cate, Lu cknow«

11-

liESPEOI' OF 'fSiiii ifflr̂ IOA'I’IOM'

1, Majae of Bank on vMdi draw.

2. Demand Draft lo. :

or

1. No. of Indian Postal Order. 6 G X  '7̂ -̂

2, Idse of issuing Post Office:

3» Date of issue of Postal Order;

4. Post Office at whida passable;-

12. LIST OF ,

1, Demand Draft /Postal Order*

Z. Index of Oompiiiation No.l 

and Takalatnaifla
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3. Cbmpilation No. 2 along with 

application.

Signature of the iietitioner

Y

Y I H I F I  Q A T I O M

I, Jeet Hani, Son of Sri lunna Hesident of Hllags 

Kondari Khera, Post Beraa, Tehsil Sandila District 

Hardoi ‘dQche.r§by')idit?ify that the (&)ntents of para 1 

to 'y la are true to my personal knowledge and contents 

of paras te- are beliefed to te trae

on legal advice and that I have ixot supressed any

material fact. So help me God. a

ejti^r^TiT

Lucknow Signature of the Petitioner

Dated 1 9 9 0 ^ ^ ^

To,

The Registrar,
Central Administrative TrilDunaL Allahabad
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Jeet Ha5^

r

Vs.

Unioa of- India & Others.

Petitioner/ Appli cant

Opp.Partie^ Respondents

S.Ko, Parti Gil ars of Documents Page No.

1. toexure Ho. A- i 

Trilunal Order dt. 23.3,90

2. iiinexure Mo. A-2 

Transfer order dt, 21,5,90

3. Amemre No. A-3 

Letter dt. 23.6.90 -

4. Annexare No.A-4 

Letter dt. 23.6,90

5. Innexure No, A-5 

Letter dt. 23.6,90

6. Aiinexure No,A-6 Letter dt,£3.6,90 

-y, Annexure No,A-7

Letter dt, 23,6,90 

Annexure No, A-8 

Qiarge Sheet dt, 2,5,90 

Annexure No.A-9 

Charge Sheet fieply

Ilf i r ’
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Anne3Qire No. ArlO 

Letter dt. 4.7.90

11. iinnexare lo. A-11 

Letter <it. 8 ,V. 1990
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Ludinovi 

Dated:-
50

Hied by:

hf , ^  

( S. N. Sasena )

Advo cate
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IN THE ( M m  ilMINlSTRATnE THIHJNiL, GISGilT Mffl,

Jeet Ram ••• Petitioner

Is.

Union of India & GliljJiers. . . .  .Opp,Parties*

M iexareJlo^' -

Gourt Order

Gentral Administrative fribinal, iHIahabad 

Circait Bench, Lucknovi’.

Eegistration O.A. Mo.300 of 1989 (L)

Jeet Rata Applicant

>  . Ts.
f ' , ■

Union of India and others ...,Opp,Par|ies ^  Responden* 

Hon* tie D.K. Agarwal, JM
M ,..

'Blis application u/s. 19 of the Administrati-Te 

^  yi Tribinals Act XIII of 1985 was filed on 25,10,89

eSom a%o ijan cSox&ti^

M .A .,L.LB, aggri®®6d @ith the oral order of termination. The
214, Durvijaya Gunj
LUCKNOW-226004 Applicant was vorking as Kejmian and transferred from

Gang Mo, 1 to Gsnglo, 2. The allegation is that

he did not hand over the charge in Gang No.l and , 

therefore, he was not allowed to join in Gang No, 2 

The declaration souglit is that he be deemed to be 

Ke3?man in GgngNo. 2.



■ *■ tf :

/ >
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2. We have perased the pleading of the parties 

aid the original records. We are of opinion that the 

case can be finally disposed of at this stjige itself.

The reason is that the Respondents hai/e no objection 

to take vjork from the Applicant provided he hands over 

■charge in Gang Mo. 1 and joins in GsngNo. Z . Since 

the i'5)plicant ?/ants oiily amplopient and the fiespondents 

are prepared to offer him the same, we feel that the 

interest ofjiistice will be served by making an order 

forthwith.

r

3. In view of the above , we direct the fiespondents 

to treat the Applicant on duty in G-ang Mo. 2 w.e.f. the 

date he joins ther q after handing over charge in ^ang 

No.l. The Applicant,lill not be paid sii salary for the 

period for which he had actually not worked. HoieT/er, 

the period for Tivhich the salary is not paid , it will 

not be' treated as break in service either for seniority 

pui^ose or for counting the continuity of service of the 

Applicant in future , The petition is disposed of 

acoDrdin^y and there ¥all be no order as to costs.

Dated 23,3.1990

G.T. C.

JVaxo.yan ^axtna

M.A.j l,,L B. A*ivf>cate
, 214, Durvijaya Gunj 

LUCKNOVV-226004

23.3.90
MMBEH (J)

Attested

S(

Seal Deputy Registrar,
CentraJ- Adminisfetive Tribunal 

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow.

True Cbpy
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loTof^o
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f^o 21-5-90

ToTof^o^'sr 

^ T F fT ^  I

m

T^m:- m  ^  ic

^ft-m #r ^  #i

?fro ^b ^ ^ ^ 0 2  - ^ m  ^  ^  ^  Ŵ  WT
k\mm ^  fW r  r̂rcfT li m

g r l% ^ ^  <̂iB̂ 3i ^  ^ t F T  T T  V ^ T  W  | l

grTT̂

10 TTTR 

I ^qn-  ^ wi

?!T0 24-5-90

'Zh-̂'<-̂<̂<=.

Oen c:Afa%niji'i cSaxzna

i''•. ' , ‘ L ii <ivi..-aie
'2.1.4, i )u! v:ja V : (junj 

LUCK. NO Vv~'2 26004
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—  ^ O T T ^ ,

€t ^  r n  f̂t ^j^T

^  ^3] ^b 2 ^  t:5B

f^o 23-6-90
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^W T  i  ?iyr #Fft m ^ft ¥ Ît W ^  ^  t o t  t q[̂

3-ft II < ^ 1 ^ 0  23-6-90 ^  ^

riU ^ T ^ T  ^61 f^q r I  f^O ^O  I 7 ^ 22 ^ T  efTCT 571

f^ i^w r  f^o^o  17 ^ 22 m  f ^ ^ T  m m ^

I ftn 7fr?i f ^  ^?ir ^-irffj] -t̂ r

WH tl m  W T  ^  f^S* ^ WTf^ m  HT^T^

tjrr f<?^ wr i 1 " ^  ^rii sfirr ^ ^  m  t 

3ffw -f  ̂ wk\ ^ 2 j r  ^  ^fr s ; ta T«4

^  T̂q- tt

srcHT' ^ ^t t  ^̂ .fr m-Trn ^
^n^y r^(̂  -qjn i ^  lair

1 ■ f 0 ^  'TTR ^  2 ^  ^  23-6-90

'•. 1(J, _2 ĉ îC-e--

<Som cJVaxo^an <Sax£,na

M.A., 1,.L B, 'dvocate
214, Durvijaya Gunj 
L U C K N n W -226004

? m  g-t%f^fr
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2 ^  m  23-6-90
^  q-21

T̂OTT?3i

iFTcg 5-fcJt̂ fr

s  s os>e&-̂

<̂ onz aio-̂an <Sax£tia

M.A., (,.L B, 'dvocate

214, Durvijaya Gunj 
LUCKNOW-22&004
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M . \., I I , !'. ■• IIV- !■ a i>;'
21.4, Duiv!j;:y;i'1.iunj 

LUGK,NOVv-22()i!UA
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2- . c'ci 131

3- m m 23

4- «9 491

5- Si'} K'Z 10

6 “ 452

7- Mĉ  Hb 25 ^
a ^37

8- HO -2 1

T?f\wT 5rn^i II

^ 0 ^2"

I 3-6-90

^ i  rrr 

i: ^  rrq

2 ^OWfO 

m o  I 3-6-90

eSotn ê N̂ Q%o.̂ an ^axEna

M.A., I L B, Advocate
214, Durv'jay.i Gunj 
L13CKNO'v\-22'̂ ''''J
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5“  954

6- *̂0 25 I  ^^ftTT ^rm

7- ^’0 ^0 2 ^27

???}1t t  srt^ tl 

^0

2 ^OWIO

? :  ^TO 23-6-90

23-6-90

—^  _S o-3C_a-,_j^

^Moxo^jan SuKzaa

. ' L B -cv ,aiH 
214. Hui vijay i Gini; 

LUC KNOW '
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f^O 2-5-90
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arrq̂ T ^  ^b 2 | ^owio | f t ^

q^ TT  fq m  ^  I

aiT'T I  'SF^r ^f¥ ^T
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2 -

Stom c:Afa%o.̂ qn ^axtna 3-

M .A  , ! L  <iv'!.-ait

214, Duiv;j;;y i Gunj 
LUCKNOVV-225004
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6- 1023 m
#IT^T '3fT'T̂  ^Tsft fR ^  

^  wr̂ \ 5"t ll ^  ^ 1̂

i sir

4 II 

10. ^ci Tm ^

5TTT?1 f̂ S[T

4-5-90

V

-S S>

tSom a%o.>jan <Sax£.na 

M.A., L.L. B, Ativocaie 
214, nuvvijay;* Guoj

LUCK NOSV-i2t)Uu4
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XUCKNOW- 22m ^ <î jqT 5^  3iT ^  I  ft; ^Tm T  TO 300-89 jTzai

■^^T ^-3 ^ W  t  1

6if^f<^ m  ^  ^ ^ 3 ^  t f^ q H s '.^er  

^tfpi ??2jr titt fq^ m  m ih  I'si

q-^ diT'd'qr h  m

T̂ZJ aiTtt qrT̂ ’̂’ aiTIci? ^  ^  IT? ’̂x ^  T̂ t I
»

rrrr 0 -faw ^



,-2 -

>

>
.i

V

^Tsfgrft i M  ti
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of 1990GLaim Petition

Jeet RdB.

Union of India & Others

'etitoner

4

. . . .  Opp.farties.

AffidaTd.t

r

i

I, Jeet figja, aged about 43 yrs. Son of Sri 

Muina iv̂ o Tillage Sondari Khera, Post Benia, Tehsil 

Sandila District Hardoi do hereby soleianly affirm and 

and state on oath as under;-

1. "Ehat the deponent is claimant in the abo've

noted daiBi petition and as sueh he know the fact of 

thisease, ^

2. That the deponent had been ordered orally 

byU.P. lo. 4 not to work saying that hie services 

stood tenninated with immediate effect of Sri Gtdan 

the mate of 2 BS intimated the above fact about oral 

order of O.P. lo. 4 teiminating claimepit's services 

vide letter dt. 4,7.90. contain in innexare Ho. 1-10.

I

3i That since 4.?. 90 the claimant î ent to attend

M s  duties every day bat was not allo?^ed to- work and 

arbitari-ly marked absent from duty due to said oral 

order of the O.P. lo. 4.

4, That in this oopiection when ever the deponent

approadied the authorities concern he was neither allowed', 

to join duties not salary has in paid to him for the
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month of July, 1990 to on wards till date.

7 '

"t

5. That inspite of the all efforts Opp.Parties 

as for neither paid the salary to the deponent 

nor they haT̂ e pemitted him to resume the duties 

inspite of the facts that deponent is all along 

ready and willing to resume and perfona his duties 

It is also subaitted that the deponent received 

no response of his letter { Representation) dt,

8.7.90 and 4.8-90.

Lucknow

Dated: 5.9.1990 

j m f i M i a n .

4
Depoaent

I, the above named deponent do hereby 

verify that the contents of paras 1 to5 of this 

affidavit are true to my personal knoxdedge. lo 

part of it is false and nothing material has been 

concealed. So help me God.

Lucknoi.

Dated: 5.9.1990 Deponent

.1, identify the deponent who has sigaed 

before me. -

IdvD cate

Solemnly affinaed before me on at /o.i^rVm/p^
-  ^

by the deponent who has been identified

. Saxena , Advocate High Court Lucknow bench, Lko.

(Nar 
OATH  

High ' oii

I have fully satisfied myself by examining the 
, ^  d^onent who has understood the contents of this

ad. ?jhich have teen read out and ezplain to her.
LucKnou

Bo

D«.-‘ j
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i^eet Ran • • • * . «  • « • « « • • •  Cautioner

Versua 

the ^nloa o£ Xiiaitt

«Bd others • • • * • • • * • * • • • •  Respoadents*

1« ^ « t  the 9lleffttioii8 oade in

p«r«fraph t of the petltlo& ere false«4a«orsett 

ead ere denied* No oral or written order h«s 

l»eeii passed ky the Itespond^mts not to elloir duty 

to the petitioner* InfMlt the petitioner himself
Jll-& •‘3'D

is  a^scondinf from duty^end is not tekinf over 

charye of ( ^ §  No*2 inspite of the orders of this 

Mon*]ile Tri]iunal dated 23«3«99 passed in 

Refistration No»3@® of 1989 {h)t Jeet &am Vs* 

Union of India bothers*
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2. ISiat th  ̂ contents of parasraphs

2 and 3 of the petition need no reply*

3« That the facts stated in paragraph

4(1) of the petition are not disputed*

4« fhat thefaots stated in paragriiph

4(2) of the petition are not disputed*

5» That in re^ly to the contents of

paragraph 4(3) of the petition* it  is s\a]»raitted. 

that the petitioner was transferred as Kjeysiaa 

Orade(6O0«115t^from @an§ Ho»l BS to @an§ Ko«2 IS# 

liut the petitioner refused to take charge of his 

post in Gan§ 2 IS and is at present ai»scondinf 

from duty«

That the alle§ations made in 

parafraphs 4(4) and 4(5) ofthe petition are 

alisolutely false# ineorxreet and are denied* The 

petitioner's services have never hten tei^inated 

nor has any oral order texminatinf his services 

keen passed as allefed* Infact on 2,9*89 the 

petitioner was asked to hand over charfe of his 

post in (3anf No* 1 is l»efore proceeding oa

Oo transfer to Oan§ Ho* 2 IS l»ut the petitioner

i«c30QCQtl Qay refused to hasid over <^ar§e in Gang No* 1 IS
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and aliseoaded from duty* Thereafter he filed a 

petitiea in this Ho&*lile Trilmnal and the Hon'kle 

Tril^uaal vide its order dated 23.3,90 (Aaaexure«l 

to the petition) directed the Eespondeats to treat 

the petitioner on duty in @an§ No* 2 w»e«£» the 

date he Joins there after handinf over charfe in 

' @anf Ho« t* 1!he Triliunal further directed that 

I  the petitioner will not lie paid salary for the
}

period for idiieh he had actually not worked* Mter 

the decision of the Hon'lile Triliunal dated 23* 3*90 

the petitioner handed over charfe in Qanf no* 1 

iiut he has refused to take over charfe in @anf 

no* 2 IS*

1

^ 7# l^at the allefationa made in

parafraph 4(i) of the petition are alisolutely 

falsetHaselessw incorrect and are denied* It is 

absolutely false to say that the Xeisqpondent no*4 

lieeasae annoyed itith the petitioner as a result 

of the decision of the Hon*kle iKriliunal* On the 

contrary the decision of the Hon'lile Triliunal 

dated 23*3*9f was perfectly correct and atn# the 

court infa#t direttad the petitioner to Join ^anf 

y  ao* 2 after handinf over #harfe in Oanf Itofiiv

and further directed that the petitioner will not

Qo cjfOv̂  He paid salary for the p eriod for whidii he had not

Qay M
actually worked* The Respondents towte’ no concern
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with th« pttitloaors c«at« aad the question o£ his 

littmrinf illwill ifalast the petitioner does not 

arise*

8« That the feits stated in j^reyreph

4(7) of the petition are not disputed* Dhe letters

I referred to therein ifere issued la the eaooBm-

S o£ officia^ orrespoadeBoe and the petitioner was

repeatedly told to maintata a proper diary and 

report the shortfall of iteas otherwise in the eimnt 

of any aoeideat he would he held respoasilile^'

9« that the allefatioas siade in the

} parafraph no* 4(8} of the petition are false

inoorreet aad denied* She petitioner has never 

suhnitted any sueh letters as referred to in 

Annmxwn i and i of the petition and he is put to

stricot proof of the same* 2t is submitted thit thi
A

petitioner has not ta^a over o h ^ e  of Qanf £lo«2 

IS fron Sri Kalloo^Keyman who is still workinf in 

Qan§ Ho* 2 IS and as sueh the question of tm 

petitioner writinf the letters Annexures 6 and 7 

does not arise* 1%e petitioner was transferred to 

Ganf No *2 IS in place of Sri Kalloo liut since he has 

not taken o ver charfe of Sant 2 Kalloo

is still disoharfinf his duties in So* 2 BS 

«;ncr,X Uop iGopcf̂ - and has not keen relieved* It is further "denied'that
oattiMMn*
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th« p^tltiomz has lieta issuad aay diftrfesheet 

«8 stated* Anaexure-S to the petition is oitI|f 

a letter liy vhlcti the petitloiier has keea asked 

to explain the shortafes of material ia Qstn̂  Ho»l 

BS in y&kitM the petitioaer ifas workinf at the time#

It* fhat the facts statedifi paragraph

4(9) of the petiticMi are wholly miseoaeeived# 

inoorsdet and are denied* In terms o f Fermaneat 

Way Itoaaal para 17t« the Keyman is ^sponsible for 

the defeots stieh as loose do§ spikes^ keys«ehairs 

fish lioltsy and fittiafs oa firder Iiridfes aad 

open top culverts  ̂1»rokea or humt sleepers# krokea 

plates aad tiehars aad attend to them as and when 

aeoessary* As such while joiaiaf ia Oaag Ho* 2 BS 

the petitioaer was asked to take over ehaife of 

these duties kut till date he has not taken over 

charfe aad is ^scoadiay from duty«

11* 1!hat the allegatioas ia paragraph

4(10) of the petition are absolutely false^incorrect 

and are denied* ItespondentJio* 4 has not passed 

any order not to take the petitioner on duty. No 

such order dated 4«7»9t (Annexure-10 to the petition) 

has been jUssued# On the contrary the Mate^Srl.

Gaindan has stated in writinf that he is an 

, Qoie«s* illiterate person and can neither read nor write

nor sifn his name nor has he writtan any suds
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letter dated 4«7«9G* A copy of Sri ^Indam's 

st«teiaent -under his left thunfii ii^ression is attached 

to this reply as Anaexure C&-1 > jehtis the allefed 

letter dated 4*7*9® Aonesmre-l® to the petition, is 

a letter forged by the petitioner only to mislead 

this Hon'lile Trilitmal,

'i ' ■
i2# That in reply to the contents of

/

paragraph 4 (11) of the petiti<m» it is suJwnitted 

that tlie petitioners representations were suita1»ly 

replied liy refistered A«D« post and the petitioner
* *

was told to take over charfe of ®anf No« 2 BS and 

thereiiy relieve Sri Kalloo hut aU  the letters were
/

returned unserved* Even after the Hon*lile Tri)iunal*8 

interim order dated 12«9»9d the petitioner was 

directed toReport for duty vide letter dated 25*9.9« 

)»ut the petitioner refused to acknowledfe the same*

13« ^ a t  the facts stated in paragraph

4(12) of the petition are admitted*

Qo

,.cnr.«a Cnv

14* That the allegations imde in paragraplp

4(13) of the petition are ^disolutely false,ivaseless 

and are denied* Xt is vehemently denied that the 

petitioner presented himself ]»efore the Respondent 

no* 4 or that the Respondent no* 4 uttered the viords/
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attriliuted to hits* The petitimer h«s not takea 

o ^ r  th« eharfe o£ 0«nf No* 2 IS mid is infact 

aliseoiidiiif froBi duty sinoa 27th June# 199G*

15« Xhat the alie§atioas roade ia

paragraph 4(14) of the petition are r^etitive 

and are denie^i 3%e petitioner has nottalcea over 

eharfe ia Q9n§ Ho* 2 IS although he was transferred 

to Qa&f Ho* 2 IS vide letter dated 24*i«99«Aniiexiire<»2 

to the petitiGQ# uader t^e diziction of this Hon*]ile 

Triiiuaal dated 23.3«9d and is iafa-et aliseoadiaf 

frofli duty from 27*6«99»

1€« fhat ia reply to the contents of

paragraph 4(15) of the petition* it is stilMiitted 

that the peHtioner has filed the present petitim 

oa wholly false and liaseless allegations and forged 

letter dated 4,7«99 ia order to mislead the Hon*)4e 

frilmnal« 9!he present petition is wholly devoid of 

iierits and is lialile to lie dismissed* The Kespondeats 

have not teminated the services of petitioner 

and oa the contrary it is the petitioner who is 

not takiag over charge of @ang Kio»2 BS and is î scond  ̂

iag from diity*

17* fhat the in reply to paragraph 5

Of the petitiOBc it is stated that the yrouffids
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A*ntifta«d tiiereia acv Biisc&iiiciaived «Bidi

without foroft*

f

1@* 1%it thtt eoBteats of parafraph 6

of thft pstitiOB are denied* fhe petitioner has iMieB 

fiveii suitaiiile relies to hi« repredeatations a&d 

the same were sent hy means of refistered A«D* 

post liut have keen retuxned ^served* ^ e  orifinal 

record shall lie di^y produced in court as per its 

/direction dat#d ia«9«9@«

19* That the contents of parafraph 7

of the petitiw nee^o r«g;>lx«

29« ^a t  in reply to paragraph 8

of the petition# it is su)iniitted that the present 

petition is wholly devoid of merits and is lialile 

to he dismissed and the petiti^er is not entitled 

to any of the reliefs soufht«

Oo OfuCTD 

•«9aQC0̂  Oop lD09«f*

21* ^a t  in reply to parafraj^ 9

of the petiticm# it is siâ raitted that no case 

has heen laade out for frant of interim relief 

and the same is lialile to lie rejected*
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do hereiiy ‘verify that the contents from parafr^hs

, 1 îBor 2^0 -- *xre true to wy persoaal

knowledge and those of paratraphs
cû  ttUra-i PftJ«»o 17
^ are iielieved true from lefal advice, that aothinf 

material iias lieen st^pressed*

PlacMUt

Batedt ( 0  , ^=10 , • • •
f]0 0̂ 

^  G o s
^  oalloop Ooloî
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Ie the CoiijH; of Central Administrative Tribunal Allahabad

Cireit Bench Lueknow,

Claim lo. 307 of 199G

Jeet Ram

Is.

Union of India & Others.

. . .  Petitioner

. . .  Opp.Parties.

X

A
O'

V
. >

toed.foy- 17.12.90

^  theEepli

reply by Sri H.K. Shama P.W.I. Balamau on 

behalf of the Eespondentg._____________

<1̂  The petitioner respectfully sutmits as under

1, That the contents of para 1 of the aforementioned
\

reply su bait ted by Sri H,I, Shama P«W*I., Balamau on 

behalf of the respondents, which.lill be referred here- 

inafter Is ’ the reply’ , as stated are denied, and 

those of the contents of para 1 of the daim petition 

are reiterated. It is quite incorrect that the petitioner 

has been absconding from duty since 27.6.90 and the ^  

respondents be p^t to strict proof. That the fact 

about petitioner's remaining on duty can be established 

from the attendance register and pay register etc. and 

other record of the respondents, v̂hich the respondents 

be directed, to produce before the Hoa’ ble Cburt for 

perusal on the next date of hearing.

Gontd.. 2
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2. That the contents of para 3 to 4 of the

reply need no reply, as the facts have been admitted

by respondents.

»
3. That the contents of para 5 of the reply

as stated are denied and those of the claim petition

are reiterated. It is specifically stated that the 

petitioner joined as keyman in gang no. 1 BS and then

f'' after as result of transfer he also joined in gang no. 2

K  and wrked there froa £5.9.90 to 3.7.90 and on

4.7.90 he ^as not allowed to lork as per oral orders 

of the answering opp. party i.e. the P .i .I . and the 

said orders depriving him to work on duty from 

4.7.80 ŝere oommanicated to him by Sri Gedan the mate 

of gang No. Z BS vide his letter dt. 4.7.90 which 

■'( is gnnexure lo. 10 to the petition. The record

of the gang Mo. 2 EB for ¥*'orking of May to July, 1990

be kindly summoned and perused.

4. That the ODntents of para 6 of the petition 

as stated are not correct and are denied. The 

ansiwering respondents has tried to place the facts 

in distorting manner with a view to misguide and 

confuse the Hon’ ble Court. It is emphatically denied 

that the petitioner has ever refused to take over

the charge in Gang No. 2BS . He did join and work 

in oompliance of the order of the Hon’ ble Tribunal 

aad the authorities concerned in Ganglo. Z ^  from

25.5.90 to 3.7.90.

j Q3htd..3

Cnr d
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5, That the coateEts of para 7 of the reply 

as stated are denied and those of paras of the 

petition are reiterated. The petitioner has been 

advised to state that the illvdll of the answering 

opp. parties is evident from the follomng fa^ts-

a) That even after the order of the Bon’ ble 

Tribanal dated 23.3.90 quashing his oral orders 

depriving the petitioner to work and directing to 

allow the petitioner to resiMe dntj, the petitioner
I .

Was again deprived fiXDm imrking on his duty, again, 

by oral orders on 4.7,90,

b) That inspite of interim orders of the Hon’ ble 

Tribunal dated 12,9,90 directing the respondents

> to allow the petitioner to resume the duty the 

petitioner ^as not allo¥̂ ed to work. The said action 

of Opp .Party amounts to contempt of court.

c) That the petitioner intimated the Boa’ ble,

Oourt about the disobedience of courts order dated 

IE.9,90 vide his application dated 20.9.90 and 

prayed that the respondents to directed to comply 

the oourt(s order dt. 12.9,90 and not to further 

continue to commit the contempt of court’ s interim 

orders. After moving the said application there 

has been several hearing dates and the respondents 

are aware of the contents of the said application.

Oontd.. 4

C r ilW ? 7 ~
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having aiiaost no regard about cjoart’ s orders 

even, the respondents have not yet allowed the 

petitioner to resume the duty. Though the 

petitioner approached the authorities concerned 

several tikes after moving the said application.

6. That the contents of para 10 of the reply 

as stated are not admitted. The last sentence of 

the reply sho¥m that the petitioner joined in Gang 

Mo. 2 BS and thus falsifies the respondents owi 

statements. It is specifically stated that it is 

quite incoarfect that the petitioner has not taken 

over the charge in 2 BS or as absconding from his 

duty.

7. That the contents of para 11 of the reply 

as stated ase incorrect and are denied. The 

annexure lo. GA-1 to the replyt is a false 

fabricated documents and got manufactured under 

undue influance and durass. It is incorrect

to say that Mate Gedan is an illatrate person, 

or The Annesure lo. 10 is a forged document.

Mate Gedan is a i±xii lititeret person and the 

letterinnexure Ho. 10 isas written by late Gedan 

himself in his o?m hand writing md. in presence 

of three persons ?i?ho signed the same as witnesses. 

It is important to mention that only educated

> Contd. 5
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persons are appointed on the post of Mate as they 

iaave to maintain attendance register of Gang Men etc. 

and requirements of material and defects etc. for 

proper maintainance of the Hail way line in their ciarge 

The fact education of the Sedan mate can be acertained . 

if the attendance register, .pay register and other 

records of Gang No. 2 BS are sumffloned which contain 

hadd vijriting and signature of Sri Gedan Mate, w

/vCvSUjlA «A <lX_£uyV̂ ^  '

8, That the contents of para 12 of the reply as 

stated are denied. The petitioner joined and lorked 

in Ganglo. 2 B S till 3.7.90 after transfer from 

Gang No. I B S  iitfhich is apparent from the annexure 

lo .l to 7 to the petition. The answering respondents 

knomdngly and willfully and disobeyed the courts 

interim order dt. 12.9.90, the details of ŷhich are 

given in petitioner’ s application dated 20.9,90.

9, That the contents of para 13 need no reply.

10. That the contents of para 14 of the reply as 

stated are ineorreet and denied and those of the 

petition are reiterated.

10. That the contents of para 15 & 16 of the 

petition as stated are incorrect and denied and 

those of the petition are reiterated. It is ineofrect 

to say that the.petitioner did not join in Gang No.2 BS 

or absconding from duty since 27.6.90. The facts, 

are that the petitioner joined and worked in Gang 

No. 2 B S from ,25.5.90 to 3.7.90 and on 4.7.90 

ishen he ¥i;ent to work, he was not allowed to ¥Jork

Cj77/(6̂  ^17?
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diae to oral orders of the gtisweriig opp. party and 

tkis he vtfas put to great hardship ajid justice.

11. That it is aeeessary in the interest of justice 

that the attendance register , pay register various 

letters regarding lork dome or required to be done 

or material required for proper maintaiianee of 

Railway Lines and other records, be sumaoned for 

perusal of the Hon’ ble (burt and its inspection be 

allowed to the petitioner’ s and his oouisel, before 

the argoment in the case.

!)'

12. That the petitioner joined and worked in Gang 

Ho. 2 B S from 25.5.90 to 3.7.90 and on 4.7.90 

when he went to lork, hew-as not allowed to work 

under oral orders of answering opp.party which is 

-apperent from Anmexure Io.A-10 to the petition.

13. That the answering opp.party has knowingly 

and wilfully disobeyed the interim orders dt. 12.9.'90 

the details of ?Mch are mentioned in the petitioner’ s

^plication dt. 20.9.90, the action of answering ■ 

opp* parties amounts to c;ont®ipt of court and opp. 

parties are liable to be punished for the sgne.

13. That the daim petition is liable to be 

allowed vath costs througliout and̂  the opp. parties 

are liable to pay all the emoluments to the petitioner 

for the period he is not allowed to work.

Lucknow Petitioner

........... / ? _ -
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- Y E R I I ’ I G A T I O I

I, the above njiied ^  petitioner do hereby 

verify that the cjoitents of paras 1 to 10, 12 are t®ie 

to-my own knomLedge based o e p erasal ©f records 

iiifomation and legal advise md those of paras 11, 13 ^ 

14 are believed by me to be true on the basis of legal 

advise,

Lucknow

Dat4d Petitioner
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Bi UMIMISMaiffi THlHJIiL mjlmabad

/‘(2EC0:T BMffl LS CMOf

Civil Misc. Case lo...........of 1990

( Oontempt of court case no............ ©f 1990)

in re

Cl aim Petitioa lo. 307 of 1990

Jeet Ram Petitioner

?s.

Union of India & Others

/

■>

Tke applicant/ petitioner respeetfally 

snlmits as ander

1. fhat inspite of best efforts and approaehing 

the respondents opp.parties several times and showing 

the certified copy of the interim order dated 12.9,9 0 

passed by the ilon^ble Tribunal, the petitioner was not 

allowed to work . Tliis the opp, parties have knowin^ir 

and wilfully oommitted the disobeyed disobedience of 

the Hon’ ble Oourt’ s interim orders dated 12.9.90.

2. That the details about approaching the opp. 

parties for compliance of interim order dt. 12.9.90 and 

some of the necessary evidence regarding the sgpie has 

already been furnished in the petitioner’ s application 

dt. 20.9.90 filed before the Hon’ ble Court.

3. That the petitioner contenfls for the reasons 

and circumstances briefly stated above in the petitioner’ s

^ C ^ T 7 7
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^plieatiGa dated 20.9.90 the opp. parties hgje knowing 

mlfally oommitted the esntempt of the Hoa’ ble Court’ s 

interim order dt. 12.9.90 and they are lialie to be 

punished for contempt of the said court’ s order dt,

12.9.90.

j '

'>■
/'

Wherefore it is most respectfully prayed 

that after issuing the notice to the opp. parties 

ap.d after proper enquiry aeoordiag to lai the respondents 

he punished for oonmiitting contempt of oourt or other, 

suitable action be taken agaiast thea ihich this Hon’ ble 

Gourt may deem fit and proper in the ciroMstances of the 

case.

Lucknow

Applicant/ Petitioner

V B R I I ' I  C A T I O H

I, the ahDve named petitioner do hereby verify that 

the eontemts pf paras 1 to lÊ of the petition are true 

SKExtms to the petitioner’ s knon̂ ledge and those of 

para 3 are believed to be true on the basis of legal 

advise . Signed and verified day of

in the court compound at Lucknow. -

Lucknow Petitioner/ Applicant.
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Atl>iHI3Tl{Aa’IV5; TfflHJNAL £i.d. 
ClKCSiT BMCa SITIIiJG AT LUCaiOl/.

I l l HE
r/\. f . fjlu. i o s" l<\c

O.A. No. 307 of 1990 (L)

I'.I'. S .9 .90

•2.®

k n

Je e t  fiam . . .  Applieant

?s.

Union of India & Others. . . .  Opp.Parties.

m L io m m  PEmnG iisojtion m n m

: OitOBHS DMDID 12.9.90

'■ The applicant above h^ed'-i^espectfully 

submits as under

1. That in compliance of the interim orders 

dt. 12.9.90 the applicant sent a photostat 

true of the order dt. 12.9,90 alongifsith to the 

O.P. lo. 3 by regd. post on 15.9.90, vide-^^ 

fi.L, lo, 2547. \

2. That on 15.9.90,the applicant appeared 

personally before the O.P'. No. 4 and Hgs gave 

Mm the certified copy of the order dt. 12,9.90
- . ,

\  / alongwith an application praying to allow,him
VX® ^

duties of his post isxiita/x 

Keyman . But the O.P. No. 4 declined to 

receive the copy of the court’ s order dt. 12,9.90 

and the application or to allovi/ him to join the



-S- :

duties * The O.P. lo. 4 issued irate 

BHBEH undesirable lecnguage towards the courts 

order aJid the applicant. '

3. That thereafter on 16,9.90, the applicant 

in this regard met the O.t. Mo. 4 and tried to 

give him the certified copy of orders dt. 1£,9.90 

and the application and told him about the said 

action of O.P. No. 4 . The O.P. No, 3 directed 

him- to give the copy of the orders and the applica- 

tionin the office.-

4i That there after the applicajit met Hc^ 

President of the Railway Mazdoor Union Branch 

Hardoi and told him about his difficulties.

The Tice President the H.M. Onion also virote 

a letter to the O.P. No. 3 and advised him to 

give hisletter,also alongfith copy of application 

and the court’ s' order. The said could not be
/

given in office on'17.9.;90, as the staff was 

said to be on inspection.

A,____
VJT/

5. That on 18.9.90, the applicant submitted 

all the three said jtefcopapers in the office of 

the O.P. No. 3 and the clerk roncemed wrote 

endorsement'received ’ on the copy of the letter 

dt. 16.9,90ofthe Vice President of the Union. 

After perusal ofthe said papers by the office 

personal, the all said papers were returned to 

the applicant’ . The endorsement was also cut

' . .3 ‘ ■'



r ’

t
by the clerk concerned on the copy of the 

applicant, that on 19,9,90, ,the applicant 

sent the true copy of the court’ s order dt.

IE,9.90 and the copy of the application to the

O.P. lo. 4 by regd. post. ' T3?ae certified 

copy of the court’ s order dated 12.9.90 ?̂ as 

already shown to the O.P. Mo. 4 on 15.9,90, 

after perasal of the same declered to receive 

the same , ' '

t 6. That the said action of O.P. amounts to 

comniission of contempt of court’ s orders dated

12.9,90.

7.

/

That the true photostat copies of regd.

post receipts dated 15,9.90^ and 19.9.90 and 
applicant’ s

the/application dated 15.9.90 are being filed 

lerewith alongwith the list of documents.

Wherefore it is respectfully prayed that

this Hon̂ ’ble Court may kindly be pleased to issue
\

necessary directions to the cipposite parties to 

move compliance of the court’ s interim orders dt,

12.9.90 and not to further continue to committ 

the contempt of courts’ interim orders, dated

12.9.90 other necessary orders Ŷ hich ,this Hon’ble

court may deem fit and proper in the ciroimstances

of the case, be also kindly pa^ed &> communicated

to the 0.Parties. ■ - s
V D. M. Saxena) idv.

Luckno®
Bt.' 20,9,90

Counsel for the Applicant
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\

-4- , '■

Y m M o m m

I, Jeet Ram S/o Sliri Mtimia aged about yrs.
t ' ,

Gange Mo. 2 B.S. Beneganj Bal'mau Hardoi also 

Was vtforking as Kejmaii,under the 0,P. lo, 3 and 4 

R/o V. Kondri Kkera Post Berva Tehsil Sandila 

Di-stt. Hardoi , do hereby verify that the' ' 

contents of paras 1 to 5 are true to my personal 

kno¥i/ledge and para 6 to believed to be true 

on legal advice and that I have not suppressed gpiy
I - ■ ' ■ .

material of fact.

Lucknow. . 

Dated:- 20.9.90 Signature of Applicant.



/

fe5TI€«rT9

e’liin tS

•»n b«* »e»

. . > r : > ^ . .  _  ................ _  1  __________  , r a w (

M.. . . . ----- - ™ jg-̂ ^  ^I?.q3( %  ;jir îtTTtwlf «>
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feAV^ ĉevj\ "5̂ a3̂  '~- ^  *

..™ .J.i j, ns »A ......... - —  ........  -*- "  % f3[??r feiTT I

9o
tfo

war^sr ? i 
^arfVrfof^

■

sfifT |3TT

Iff? ^
«Nf5i?r f¥UT iTiri
aft 5f?5f5T nf»§ 3T>

smr JTzrr

^h 5TI*T5f? p i 5ft im K 
5rt5I^ 5TT̂  ^  

qsWR qr 3rf̂ ^̂ r% 
?̂TRR fsr̂r̂t spm 5rT'2rzrr 
»TJir

2Tf? % q5=̂rcT
«nT5T srftjf̂ iriT r.% stt̂t sft̂  
3f«ifw  ̂ fJTirn % 3Tsft?r
fttmr  ̂ 9?? fiezTT iTiri eft
r̂ rer # ^  f rft̂

fs'Toft

3-

k ~

---A. Cvj r̂-Jvt̂

«k \ % ~ ^

^ r y | r ^  <5-â -v3̂
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; G^TRMi >0MIN3STRftTIVE TRIBUjî Uli 

CIRCUIT BSNCĤ LUCKiJOW> ^

: ; 04A<iN0, 307 Of XWO(L)
/  . ■ .. ■ .

Jeet •••  Applicant,

Versus

■Union'“of India & Others♦'•’ii Re*!pondents»’

Hbn’ltlejMr*; Justice K^ath,V.C.

■ Hon*1»lî  M.M.SindhJ A«M.

- / ^  notice toxespondents to show cause 

the petition may not lie ,adndtted«' liist fpar 

on 26*9.90. In the nveantine 

the reSpond^ts shall assign prefer duties ,to 

the applicant, ^ey  shall also produce the 

record*i The. case may ke disposed of finally on 

the date f ixedî  Copy of the order may l»e given 

ieipna^ c ^ ^  the appMcant; ̂ th in

twenty four hours,

Bd/ Sd/

/ /  TR

Sd/

A«M«

0IkcV’
Cenl/*i Auoiitistrttin 
Circuit licBck, 

i-UCKNtHl,
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.Uttariya Railway Mazdoor Union
' “ p a n S y a n ^

(HARDOI BRANCH)
uaiT 5T?1| aiwi

Railway Station

./j,
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’'. iaTKî :cle«i6«r<5Zi]r:'̂ P'!Jrc
V. ' / ;• '/

Given under niy hr;;-icl and ft-e = seal; p f \h e

'■ N'

■ - ' i

-v )'



I ■

\

:ii im. ■

$$m:-
I' ''■ . •■ ■

;' -mwm -^m

yV- c m :/ / ,

W : .

iiu  ̂ U m a r  K fia l
c \ ; , . .

Cciilraj / aii«i#tr»tivB T iib oB ^  
Circuit Beach, '

4



SPECIAL POI^ER OF ,ATTOP>l :̂r. ■
♦V a ts i am rft» mi3 mm a n  m  |U

JlJistiuxlsftJ ikemcfc.'
«• •“ •• fr «» •■ •■ •- «» ■* •• ■> ■• ^  ^

J e e i"  Room
Plaintiff
Appellant ’ 

Petitioner

KNOW all men by thes^ present that I  «,

Defendant
Respondent . , , '

Opposj^t.n'p^rty. ■ > '

Northern Railway, Moikdabad do heireby appoint and authorise * .

s/3hri S a i t f e K c ^ ^

^nd act for me jointlyXor severally in the .aboVe noted case''’ ■ ,

, and to taz-s such steps â ^d proceedings as ma^'"be necessary:''-.........

, for the prDSPcy.tion and defence of the said imtte-ri as tM« ■ 

case ,may,b ,̂ ?nd for the puarose to ,make sior, verify and' . . ' / ’ '• |

present aJl r.f^cespa? /̂, p3.alri:̂  petitiop.s, .written statene-its. j , • ;

and ..other 6oc'\;jir,;its to c'oTp^crpif^o the suit ad>rit the ĉ a.-'ms- . 'i ■ ■
■ ' I ’ ' ' ■. . ■ i '.

■and tof ic'Cire c.n;r. d^^posit ir.oi:-3Y in courl: and to reccire pays-aent ■-i • .' )

from ihs court .of :ls;^cfltcd and to fil-s ar;d vdlhdrc:!? ~ * •; ' ,

documents from* cf-ixi't and General].y. to set in the premise© and ’ ' . ■ v' ■
’“■ I   ̂ V

in a,M proceedinr.M arising, ^hereout whether by vay of exncvition ' I
'. , ■■ ■ . V , • . ;

aproil or cthen'..ir>e or in any''manner connected’tharev/ith ' »
\ -r , \' • I i

..a,'-; effectually to all intents and purposes as -I could act if • :

. pcrson'illy present E hereby agree to ratify and confi.nii vjhat-' 

ever/shall be lawfully dons by virfcue .of these presents# / '

In  witness whereof I hereinto .set w.JianrLth.ts V '

,1 3 ^ .  ■ •. •...day o£^ ■->Ŵ aqnjTT

y  S\\

'It

<ŷ
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% L-
Cf . -f 0

_-S . N  , ^

C tM^—a-tA^ C-X-sM̂ *’—B—E^'~'



f ‘ GOVERNMENT OF INDIA (BHARAT SARKAR) _  
>^1NISTRY OF RAILWAYS/RAIL MANTRALAYA ;

. ♦ mail WAY ROARm ? v

EG-1

No. E (G) 9 b  

To.

(RAILWAY BOARD)

LL3- New Delhi, Dated.

The Registrar, Central Administrative Tribu/al,

7  Sub ^  ........ ...........,.e5r79aA??..:...:S.a.!5:..Ji$

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

&

I am directed to referto your summons/orders dated.^j;^#?^y^.)j.on

the subject mentioned above and to state thatthe General M a n a g e r......... Railway

is the competent authority to deal with this matter. The summons/orders in 

question have, therefore, been sent to that authority for further necessary action.

Yours faithfully.

D A : Nil.

No. E(G)

T'

h

for Secremry, R0my Board. 

New Delhi, D a te d .... f lr :. lf .. ': : i^

Copy togetherwith the summons/orders received from the Tribunal/ Court are 
forwarded in original to the General Manager.. 
for further necessary action.

The next date of hearing is.

DA/As above.
R.B. Press. July-89. 10,000 F.

Desk Officer, Establishment, 
Railway Board.


