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S f^

D

KNr ? n ^ ^  )

^A tu- W t

0iAda.aVvNjW\

•N
V



y

c s
V o  S l .'U ^  <i.̂ p T>> <fcf. >v

-'----- ^ _ _ _ ^ ' = “ " H M . c, .  /? v ^ .

TrV > W â  ^
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LUCKNaW
ll

' Original Application No. 146/90
ii

I, A .K .shukla  and others Applicant

ii

Ii versus

ll
Union of India & others Responderts.

ll 

ii

“ Hon. Mr. Justice U .C,Srivastava,V.C •

Hon. Mr. K . Qoaw a, Adm. Member.

ll

l l

i ,  (Hon. Mr. Justice Uj::; ,srivastava,V .C«)

ll
The instant application is  directed against

' the foarmation of panel of 149 temporary Khalasis in
l l

ll the grade of Rs 750-940(RPi>) on 2 ,2 .1990  and the

i l

exclusion of the applicant from the said panel in
h

il contravention of ihe order passed by the Hon 'ble Supreme

ll
Couit dated 8 .9 ,1 9 8 8  and the interim order of this

l l

' Tribunal dated 2 7 .9 .1 9 8 9 .As the ^p lic atio n  for panel
1.

y  was invited and the cpplicant ^ p l i e d  for t h e  same,

“ and tl-e reafter,panel was prepared on 22 ,5 .84  and the
l l

“ same was cancellec on 3 .1 .8 5  without any notice. Another

notice was issued inviting the a p p lic a t i^ s . Sorre of
i i

ll the applicants filed  writ petition before High Court

ll
 ̂ Allahabad and some of ihen filed applications before the

' Tribunal and they(writ petitions) were transferred to
l l

I, this Tribunal. On 5 ,5 .8 6 ,  yet another notification

' was issued for panel of 25C Khalasis. In  O .A . 84 /89
11

“ which was also filed  challenging the selection a
l l

I, direction was given by the Tribunal that 81 posts



ii

ii

of Khalasis shall remain unfilled . The interim order 

was vacated on 2 .2 .9 0  and on that date a panel of

149 persons selected as Temporary Khalasis in the grade 

o f Ss 750-940(tiPS) was announced in which th3 applicants

weff2 not callec|,The applicants have challenged the 

serr.v praying -hat the paneldated 2 ,2 ,9 0  be quashed 

and the respondents be directed to appoint than on tiB 

post of Khalasis onths baeis of their selection and 

QT\panelment dated 22 ,5 ,1984  as per orders of the 

Hon 'ble Supreme Court dated 8 ,9 ,1 9 8 8 ,

2, The respondents have opposfed the application

and have admitted that in the caseof Dharmendra Nig an 

matter went upto Supreme Court and the Supreme Court 

issued the follovjing directionss

*̂ ‘‘6 cirect the Railway kftuthorities to 

treat the appellants as claimed by than and 

tten consider thara alongwLth the other

applicants, if any, belonging tothe same

Category as the appellants facing similar

preferential claim, end pass appropriate

Orders of appointment in the existing vacancies 

e>?peditiously preferably within two months

fron today,**

Even after the above directions aSthe Su^^reme Coort

also in that case observed that bar of age will not 

be against any of tee applicants. It  was thereafter

{
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according to the respondents apolications were invi--ed 

for fresh panel and in another case* C .A . No, 116/90 

Akhilesh Singh vs. Union of India and oiitecrs decided 

on 1 4 .7 .9 2 , after taking into consideration the above

case of Supreme Court we made the following observationss

“We make it clearthat the applicant shall also 

given appointment as and when vacancy 

arises in accordance with the seniority and th«

fact that the applicant has become over age 

and that the applicert has not been a party

to any application earlier ,w ill not sfeand 

inhis way, Withthese observations, the 

^p lic a tio n  sta’̂ ds disposed of finally . In

case any vacancy exists, the apxjlicant will

oe given appointment against the existing 

vacancy. No order as to  costsl

The above observation made in that case will apply

inth^ present case also. No order as to costs,

iS m  - 'v
Adm. Vi ce Chairman.

Shakeel/- LucknowsDated 7 ,1 ,9 3
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i.ij.SCî Aw r.v..:-3 ^v';i.jC ic«i-;.nc:C. Ĉ L*j.d rUu Ot5
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IN THE CENTRAL ADPIINISTRATiyE TRfB^I^L 

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOU

Rajendra Kumar Shukla & others

Warsus

Union of India & others ............

Applicants

Respondents

■j 

# •
• i .

APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 19 OF THE 
AOniNISTRATiyE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1985,

For usa in Tribunal*s Office i

Data of filing 

or

Data of receipt by post 

Registration No*



IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOUI

0 . A . No. of 1990 (L)

Rajendra Kumar Shukla Mothers • • • • • # • • €  Applicants

Ueraua

Union of Indie & others • • • « « • • • • • • •  Respondents

I N D E X

SI* Description of papers 
No> ______________________________

Page Nos*

1* Application*
f -  17

2* Annexure No*1»Circulae dated 
16/19.10.1987 P .S , Pto. 9408*

3*

s ^ .

Annexure No*2» Order dated 6.9 .B8 
of Hon*ble Supreme Court.

4* Annexure No*-3 Notice dated 8.9*89 
issued by the Oy. Chief Mechanical 
Engineer, C & y Workshop.

• .
1 8 '

SiP

Zr-

\
t

5 . Annexure No*-^ Notice dated 2 .2 .5 0  
of panel of 149 temporary khalasis.

6 . Power.

Place t Lucknou 

Date t Dipril ,1990.
Signature of the ^plicant*

sfT7i5^
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IN THE CENTRAL ADPIINI STRATI WE TRIBUNAL 

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKWOU

0 .« ,  No* of 1990 (L)

BETWEEN

\

r '

. .  S

\

Rajendra Kumar Shukla & others • « « • « • • •  Applicants

V/878US

Union of India & othars • « • • • • • • • • • « •  Respondents

DETAILS OF APPLICATION I 

1» Particulars of the applicants t

(i )  Name of applicants 3

(ii)Name of the father t

1* Hajandra Kunar Shukla 

s/o  Sri Shyam Sunder

2* Bal Krishna Pal 

s/o Sri Suraj Bali

3* Anil Kumar Pal 

s/o Sri Chaube Lai

4* Narottara Lai

s/o Sri Sangam Lai

S« Naresh Kumar Sharma 

s/o Sri Radhey Shyam 

Sharma

6* nahesh Kumar Sharma 

s/o Sri Shiv Ratan

(iii )  Designation and office 

in which employed

c\

Nil.
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(itf) Address of office • • • Nil

A

ii

#

f "

(v) Address for service of.* C/o Rajendra Kumar 
all notices

Shukla* resident 

of 31/3 Puranl 

Labour Colony, 

Aishbagh, Lucknow*

2* Particulars of the respondents I

(i) (%me and/or designation 

of the respondents*

(i i )  Office address of the 

respondents*

(iii )  Address for service of 

all notices.

1. Union of India

through the (kneral 

nanager» Northern 

Railuayt Baroda 

House» Ney Delhi*

2* Oy, Chief {%chani- 

cal Engineer (U ), 

Carriage & Uagon 

Uorkshop, N, Rly ,, 

Alambagh, Lucknow*

3* The Assistant

Personnel Officer(u) 

Carriage & Uagon 

yorkshop, N .Rly,, 

Alanibaghi Lucknow*

•  do-

- do -
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6« Facts of the case t

The facts of the casai are given belou *-

6(l )«  That the present application is directed 

against the formation of panel of 149 

temporary khalasis in grade of fe*750»940(RPS) 

on 2#2*199Q and the illegal and arbitrary 

exclusion of the applicants from the said 

panel in contravention of the order of the 

Hon*ble Suprea» Court dated 6*9»1968 and 

the interim order of this Hon’ble Tribunal 

dated 27,9.1989*

6 (2 ) That the applications were earlier invited

for formation of a panel of casual labour/ 

khalasis by letter dated 19*8,1983 by 

respondent No*3«

6(3} That the applicants submitted their applica*

tions on the basis of the aforesaid latter 

dated 19«8«1983 and after the due proeisss of 

selection they uere successful and uere 

brought on the panel of 187 successful 

candidates by notification dated 22*S;»1984«

6 (4 ) That instead of making cp pointments of the

candidates on the aforesaid panel dated 

22*5«1984 the said panel uas arbitratily 

cancelled by order dated 3«1«1985 by respon­

dent No*2 without disclosing any reason or 

prior notice or affording any opportunity 

to shou cause against the proposed cancella­

tion*
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6 (5 ) That simultaneously on the same date of

cancellation of the said panel i#e* 3*1*1985 

another notice uas issued inviting applica­

tions to eiopanel 127 persons as khalasis«

6 (6 ) That the applicants being aggrieved by the

cancellation of the panel dated 22*5«. 1964 

and on 3*1*1985 inviting applications on the 

same date to empanel 127 khalasis, some of 

the applicants filed urit petition 590 of 

1985 in the Hon*ble High Court at Lucknou*

The fflajority of the applicants also filed 

an application before this Hon*ble Tribunal 

as 0«A« No* 500 of 1986* The respondents 

postponed the intarviey to be held from 

22*7*1985 to 3*8.1985 by letter dated 27*7*1985*

6 (7) That after coming into force the Central

Administrative Tribunal Act, 1985) urit 

petition No*590 of 1985 - nohd* Ashfaq and 

others Us* Union of India and others, stood 

transferred to this Hon’ble Tribunal u/s 29 

of the said Act*

6 (8 ) That respondent No*2 issued another Notifica­

tion dated 5*5*1986 inviting applications to 

form a panel of 250 khalasis in Carriage &

Uagon yorkshop* Against the aforesaid notifi­

cation dated 5*5*1986 an application was moved 

by the applicants in the above urit petition 

No*590 of 1985 for staying the selection of 

khalasis on the basis of the aforesaid notifl-
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cation • Pto order on the said application 

could be passed as the writ petition stood 

transferred to this Hon’ble Tribunal and the 

stay application is still pending for disposal. 

The applicants also made a representation to 

the opposite party No,2 endorsing a copy 

thereof to the General Wanager, Northern Rly*, 

that since they have been selected and empanel­

led they are to be given appointment first*

6 (9 ) That the respondents in their counter a ffi­

davit to the above writ petition No* 590 of 

1985 have taken the plea that the panel of 

casual khalasis on daily uages during 31*1*1984 

to 31*12.1990 was formed on 22*5.1984* However, 

in view of the ban on filling up of the vacan­

cies as notified by the Railway Board vide 

their letter No .E (G )84/MC-2-1 dated 15.3*1984, 

the entire panel, including the applicants, 

could not be engaged aa casual labour* It 

was further stated that in the meantime 

direction was also received from the Railway 

Board vide their letter ffe* E (NG)/i 1-84/CL/43 

dated 7.6.1984 as circulated vide G*N.P*s 

letter dated 6.7*1984 (PS) 8547 that the 

strength of casual labours as existing on 

1.1.1984 should be frozen and this strength 

of casual labours be absorbed in regular 

service against vacancies arising from time 

to time* On this basis the stand taken in 

the counter affidavit was that the panel of 

Casual khalasis dated 22*5*1984 became irregular 

and was cancelled*
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6 ( 10 ) That the aforesaid factual position does not

disentitle the applicants duly selected and 

brought on the panel of casual khalasis from 

II being absorbed as regular khalasis after due

screening on completion of 120 days conti-
ji

nuous serwica as casual labour in accordance 

with the rules* The action of the respondents 

|1 dated 22,5*1984 after raore than 9 months by

notice dated 3*1.1985 uas yholly illegal* 

arbitrary and malafida and amounts to discri-

' minating the applicants in matter of appoint­

ment* It is also in contravention of the 

policy as laid doun in the Directive Principles 

under Part -I*/ of the Constitution of India*

I'

6 (1 1 ) That the interyiews of candidates were held 

in a clandestine wanner and underhand manner 

and accordingly a panel dated 12*9*1986 uas 

formed of 120 persons to the exclusion of the 

applicants* The applicants uers thus deprived 

of their chances of appointment as khalasis* 

Plany of them in the meantime became overage 

and therefore ineligible in accordance with 

thS rules*

%

6 ( 1 2 ) That the action of the respondents in successive' 

ly drawing up a panel for appointment of 

khalasis during the pendency of the writ 

petition Ko*590 of 1985 in the Hon^ble High 

Court and application No,500 of 1986 was 

arbitrary, malafida and discriminatory with 

a view to jeopardise the applicants* chances 

for appointment as khalasis.

o . .
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6(13) That this Hon*bl8 Tribunal by its judgment

I and order dated 24*11.1987 diamiseed the

Registration OJI. Wo* 500/86 alongwith 0*A. 

No.206/87.

6(14) That in the aforesaid judgment and order

dated 24*11*1987, rejecting the applicants* 

claim, this Hon*fale Tribunal acceptad an 

altogether different stand taken by the 

respondents*

5(15) That the selection of the applicants on the

V
post of casual labour was said to be Irregular 

inasmuch as outsiders through the £iRployment 

Exchange uere not considered for the saaie*

This stand of the Railway iSdniiniatration was 

uholly untenable in the facta and circumstances 

of the Case and uas taken up as an after 

thought and yhich uas not taken up in the 

counter affidavit to writ petition No* 590 

of 1985, yhich has been transferred to this 

Hon'ble Tribunal and registered as T .A , 

No*1705/87 (nohd* Ashfa^ and another vs* Union 

of India and others) and is still pending 

before this Hon*ble Tribunal*

6(16) That by circular No.220-E/0-21 (E-IV) dated

16/19*10*1987 printed si* no* 9408 regarding 

employaent of sons and uards of Railway 

Employees in class IV category it has been 

clearly laid down while endorsing an earlier 

circular dated 28*9.1984, p*s. No* 8601-a on 

the same subject that such sons/immediate
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dependents of railway employeas be giv/en 

preference. The earlier circular dated 

26«9»1984 provided that their applications 

may be recaived direct without going through 

the agency of Employment Exchange* It uas 

I, clearly laid doun that such sona/imroediate

Ii dependents for recruitment to Class l\l

' category uho are nearing retirement be giv/en

!l
preference# A photostat copy of the circular 

dated 16/19.10.1987 P .S . Pto.940B is being
!i

Annexure-1 filed as Annexure No,1 to this application,

’  . N.

^  6(17} That the respondents clearly suppressed the

aforesaid circular dated 16/19*10,1987 P .S ,

No, 9408 from this Hon*ble Tribunal in order
!■

to mislead it in passing the judgment and 

, order dated 24*11,1987 regarding employment

II of sons and uarda of railway employees in

' class lU Category,

•
) 6(18} That the stand taken by the Railway Adroinis-

ll

tration in not drawing up the panel of casual 

I ,  khalasis but only of regular khalasis on

I account of the ban is inconsistent and legally

‘ untenable, although the bar imposed by the

Railway Board is not applicable in the facts
II

and circumstances of the present case of 

applicants. This technical plea was raised

ii in order to exclude the applicants from being

1, considered for regularisation as khalasis from

' the subsequent panel of khalasis drawn up by

the respondents illegally and malafida during
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the pendency of the writ petition No *59Q/85 

and application 0 .A , No*500/86 before thia 

Hon*ble Tribunal.

6 (19) That in any case the applicants in accordance 

with the rules on icreening after 120 days 

continuous service are entitled for regular!- 

sation. Thus the applicants^ by illegal and 

arbitrary cancellation of the panel by order 

dated 3 .1 .198S , uere deprived of their chance 

of appointnent as khalasis and subsequent 

^ recruitments of khalasis are yholly illegal*

arbitrary, malafide and discriminatory ftom 

yhich the applicants uere excluded and in 

the neantime most of them also became overage*

6 (20) That 4n S,L«P* was filed in the Hon'ble

^  Supreme Court against the judgment and order

dated 24,11*1987 passed by this Hon’ble 

Tribunal. By its order dated 8.9«19B8, the 

Hon'ble Supreme Court, on the basis of state- 

(rant made by the learned Addl. Solicitor 

General, ordered that the bar of age would 

not be made against any of the applicants 

when a fresh panel is prepared. This concession 

as made by the «ddl. Solicitor Generd. shall 

operate in respect of the consecutive adver­

tisements for employment. This is so in view 

of the fact that the applicants have already 

been in panel and that panel has been cancelled 

without giving notice to them. A photostat copy 

of the order dated 8 .9 .1988 of Hon’ ble Supreme 

0nnexura-2 Court is being filed herewith as Annexure Ife.2.

‘ (
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6 (2 1 ) That on the basis of the aforesaid order, the

applicants preferred a representation dated 

5*1*1989 to the respondents*

6 (22) That in spite of the aforesaid order on the

basis of the statement made by the Addl* 

Solicitor ^neral on behalf of the respondents, 

the respondents are determined to deprive the 

applicants from consideration and appointment 

as khalasis*

6 (23} That by notice dated 8«9«1989 applications 

 ̂ ^  hawe bean invited for dtawing up a panel of

ISO persons for filling up the post of khalasis 

in Carriage & Uagon Uorkshop, the same for 

uhich the applicants uere selected and empa­

nelled* In this notice the applicants have 

also been allowed to submit their applications 

N  on the basis of the order dated 8«9«1988

^ passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court* The appli­

cants accordingly submitted their applications 

and were cal led for interview*

6 (24) That the selection test for uhich the applicants

were subjected on the basis of the notice 

dated 6*9*1989 inviting applications for draw­

ing up a panel of 150 khalasis was the same to 

which they had already been subjected earlier* 

They were required to lift  a gunny bag weighing 

37^ kg* and wera also asked a few questions 

orally by way of an interview* This process of 

selection was adopted when the applicants were
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brought 05 the panel of 187 successful candi­

dates by notification datad 22*5*1984 and 6hlch 

was aubssquantly cancellad on 3•1*1985 as 

already stated above* The process of selection 

in the present case was, therefore, the same 

and this process of selection has been adopted 

for drawing up successive panels of khalasis 

by the respondents.

-12-

6 (25) That this Hon*ble Tribunal by its order

dated 27«9*1989 in 0*<A. ito* 84/89 has directed 

 ̂ that till  further orders of this Hon'ble

Tribunal in this case, 81 posts of khalasia 

shall remain unfilled* The respondents without 

considering the applicants ' claioi and drawing 

up a panel in accordance with law as directed 

by this Hon’ble Tribunal have moved an appli- 

“K; cation for vacating the aforesaid interim

order dated 27«9*1989*

6 (26} That the aforesaid action of the respondents 

to get the interim order vacated without 

considering the applicants* claim in accor­

dance with the directions of the Hon’ble 

Supreme Court and without drawing up the 

panel of khalasis after due consideration of 

their claim is wholly malafide and motivated 

with the intention to exclude them from appoint­

ment as khalasis* In the circumstances 

inviting applications from them as per notice 

dated 8.9*1989 in terms of the directions of 

the Hon’ble Supreme Court is a mere eye wash.



-13-

6(27) That tha raspondents ware detarminad to axcluda

the applicants from the paael of khalaaisj 

hence the application to get the interim 

order vacated. The procesa of selection, 

thSrefore, uaa a mere dye uash and only an 

excuse to screen out the applicants by voila- 

ting the letter and spirit of the order of the 

Hon’ble Supreme Court,

6 (28) That this Hon’ble Tribunal by its order dated

2*2»1990 Vacated the interim order and direc­

ted that the respondents may proceed to form 

V the panel in furtherance of the advertisement

dated 8«9*1989 bearing in mind the observations 

of tha Hon'ble Supreme Court as also the appli­

cable provisions in respect of sons and 

dependents of the working railuay amployaes*

6(29) That by notice dated 2.2*1990, the same date

on which this Hon'ble Tribunal vacated the 

interim order, a panel of 149 persons selected 

as temporary khalasis in grade R3*750-940 (RPS) 

was announced. A photostat copy of the notice 

dated 2 .2 .1990  of panel of 149 temporary 

ftnnexure-4 khalasis is filed as ilnnexure No*4 to this

application.

6(3 0) That some of the applicants were not aven

cfeiL led for selection and interview for the 

panel declared on 2 .2 .1990 which was admittedly 

conducted from 1.1 .1990 to 2 9 .1 ,1S90 in spite 

of the fact that they had submitted their
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1

applications in terras of the notice dated 

2*9,1989 while in case of aome applicants 

call letters issued for appearing in the 

selection on 25*1*1990 were also cancelled. 

Thus they were deliberately excluded from the 

selection. They hawe accordingly filed 0,(R. 

Rto* 69 /90(L ) - Oharmendra Kuraar Nlgain & others 

Us. Union of India & others* An interim order 

dated 2 .3 .1990  has been passed directing that 

the respondents will kepp 25 posts unfilled*

^ \ 6(31) That the aforesaid panel dated 2 .2 .1990  is

^  wholly illegal^ arbitrary and nalafide* The

respondents were pre determined not to select 

the respondents and bring them on the panel 

of khalasis declared on 2 .2 .1990  In total dis­

regard and disobedience of the order of the 

^  Hon*ble Supreme Court dated 8.9*1988 and the

order dated 27.9.1989 in O .A . No.84/89 .

 ̂ 6 (32 ) That the ^lican ts  hat̂ e been discriminated in

matters of selection and appointment in service 

by respondents in an arbitrary and malafide 

manner. The process of selection Uas a mere 

eye wash as the respondents were determined to 

exclude the applicants from the panel of 

selected candidates declared on 2*2.1990#

The aforesaid action of the respondents is 

discriminatory in violation of Articles 14 &

16 of the Constitution of India and also In 

violation of the Directive Principles of State 

Policy* The applicants have thus been deprived
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of sfpointment by the reappndants for the post 

of khalasia for which they had already been 

selected without folloying the letter and 

spirit of the direction of the Hon*ble Supreme 

Court* As already stated abov/e, the applicants 

have becose overage* Floreover the applicants 

hawe a right to be appointed on the basis of 

the Railuay Board’s circular dated 16/19-10-87 

Printed Serial lfo«9408 regarding employment of 

sons and wards of the railuay employees in 

class lU category*

• 4 C  15«

I P  7* Reliefs sought s

k

In view of the facts ^ntioned in para 6 

above, the applicants pray for the foUouing 

reliefs t-

(i )  To quash the notice No.DCWE/704/Khalaais

dated 2.2*1990 (Annexure So*4) forming a 

panel of 149 temporary khalasis in grade 

fe*750-940(RPS) aftar summoning the record 

from the respondents*

(i i )  To direct the respondents to appoint the

applicants on the posts of khalasis on the 

basis of their selection and empanelmant 

dated 22*5*1984 as per the orders of the 

Hon’ bfe Supreme Court dated 8*9*1988*

(i i i )  To grant all consequential reliefs to which

the applicants are entitled in the facts and 

circumstances of the case*.
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(ly) To allow the application with costs'*

8 . Interiffl order, if prayed for 5

Pending final decision on the application, 

the applicants teek issue of the following 

interim order t-

To direct the respondents not to make 

appointments on the posts of temporary 

khalasis from the panel dated 2*2*1990*

9* Oetai Is of the remedies exhausted :
i i

^  \ The applicants declare that they have

^  availed of all the reaedies available

to them under the relevant service rules, 

etc*

10* Flatter not previously filed or pending with any
i i

other court 5

The qa plicants further declare that they had 

^  not previously filed the matter regarding

which this application has been made is not 

pending before any court of law or any other 

authority or any other Bench of the Tribunal*

11* Particulars of postd. order in respect of the 

application fee t

1* Number of Indian Postal Order (9 oZ 

2* Name of the issuing post office

3 . Date of issue of postal order 

4* Post office at which payable

12* Details of Index S*

An index in duplicate containing the details 

of the documents to be relied upon is enclosed.
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13* List of enclosures t As per index*

A In tferificatlon I

I , Rajendrs Kumar Shukla, eon of Sri Shyam 

Sunder, resident of 31/3 Purani Labour Colony, Aishbagh, 

Lucknou, do hereby verify that the contents from 1 to 13 

are true to roy personal knowledge and belief and that

I have not suppressed any material facte*

Place t Lucknou. 

OateSApril ,1990*

Signature of the applicant.
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IK THC CENTRAL AORINISTf»TIUE TRIBUWL 

CIRCUIT BENCH , LUCKNOW

0*« . fio» of 1990 (L)

Rajendra Kumar Shukla & others • • • • • « • • • •  Applicants

Versus

Union of India & others • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  Respondents

List of Enclosures 

Sl« Description of documents Page fios,

i a l L P P .  _________________  _____________

1. Circular dated 16/19.10*1987
Printed Serial Ife. 9408. •* \8 '

2 . Order dated 8«9»1988 of the Hon*ble
Supreme Court, . .  • •

3 . Notice dated 8.9.19B9 issued by the 
Dy» Chief Wechanical Engineer, C & U 
Workshop.

4* Notice dated 2*2«1990 of panel of
149 temporary khalasis. **SiC -

^
Place t Lucknow

■'1/

L. p. >Ii; ki.A 

Advocatr
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NORTHEBN : R AILWAY

No,220- E/0-21(EIV)

D a t e d : / 6 '0 o t ,l 9 8 7

All D ivl,Railw ay Managers'and 
E:<tra D iv is io n a l 'O f  ficers. 
Northern R a ilw a y ,,

P .A . &■ C .A .O . ) . •,

. Headquarters ' 
•Barbda ILouse,'

' ;■ •'■/•' ■■ 

■'. ■'■ ■ r:.:-s. >>

V s.:,: ,

Dlrec tor--A.udlt

s - ; p . o . / H - q f

A .s .. to G .M .

)

Earoda House.- n 4w .

P .S .N o , ' Uv

Sul;: - Ercployr.ient'of Sons and Wards o f .Baiiv;ay.’.\ ’ .
Employees in Class, IV categories,'..,, i-..: ... . t-

I n  para 2 (i i i ,)  .-of th'i? ,c.:.rice letter  yen nixniber ''fv..•'•.,. 
dated 28-9-1984 (P .S ;N o ,B 601-A)‘. instruo tlor^s we.re issued;-''"''-.-. . 
with 'Regard to .recruitment of sons 
of Railway eiBployges that 'their appllGatlpns
direct witiiout-'going through the.',agencTrof--tho. Einplpyment’ \ j}ij 
Exchange- arid thpse'.should 'be got* ^pgistered- i t v - a *

Ej^changi

Cl as s ,.I V categories, sons/iniiiied J,ate'depend,q^n'ts. o f  . Railway 
ErtplOyeeSj n-W« n n n r y ^ n c r  rin. v> A-mraVi t fin 'uflT T'''.fl.9‘ 'fchosa--_of- .• /  ■ '•

the sons/ 
overage ' 

otJ:;er .c

Railway Board o-ig.'in I)i©SQx-Sli9da;':3tQ..,iyf>i^s»x'it..;r?\  ̂ • '

This W s  t h ^ ? P ? r o v g l  af ̂

. ■  ■ •••"••■•for' (}*n*rti-*t!S»fto6«r.<f ).-/'v
:opy to;

3. .Genly.Socy/t^MU, 

•ff^

■12]' Ch:5lm5i’ord>Boa^^r;Kovf.:;i)o‘lhi';ai.;:I;;i:7

■ , . ^  ̂> V. >v; -■ • ■ • • ■ .•. v̂
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HECORD OF PROCEEUtNGS AlN
1 4 3 3 G G

''', Petition(s) For Spacial I-save lo  Appeal ' * ' ‘1213 1 ^ / 6 8 °^ ^

(Ffom tha judgmont and Ofd-;» Jated2g g y  of the Hiyh Court of C e n t r a l  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e
0 .* .N 9.500  of 1986 and gje-of) 877?l'’' " “ l.^<‘dltlonal Bgngg^AUa- :

yirUA  * .  N .. PETITIONER (S )
Mohd« Aehfaq & Ort',

VERSUS
Union of India & Ors, ■ .. r e s p o n d e n t (S )
(with appln. for stay & CMP. No. 20951/88)

OaU : _ ! fhis/Thcse petition (s) was/wer« called on for hearing today
8 ,9 ,6 8 ,

CORAM I

Hon-dle Mr. Jusi.ca

Hon'bie Mr Justic* M .N .V E N K A T y \ C H A L lA H  
Hon'ble Mr. Justice

For Petitionerg j
Mr.Tapas ^«y, Sr. Adv.,
Mr, Shakil Ahmed Syed, Mr.DM.Nargolkar, Advs,

For applicant t Mr.MK.Hamamurthy, Sr.Adv,, Mr,Shakil Ahmed
£yid, Adva.

For ihe Re*pond')nt* i
Hr.Kuldip Singh, ;.SG., 
Mr.BP.Sarthi, 
Mr.CVS.Rao, Advs.

UPON hfaring counoel the Court made the followino 
ORDER

Jciiirictl to be a true cop> \

■- ■ I -- If
Ass s f in t  R cg 's rra r  ( Ju d I  »
...................... -i

SupretTttf ^ourl of J

‘A

Heard learned counsel J3or the parties. Special leave 

petitions are dlsmisstd. Vie make it however clear on the 

statement made to the Court by learned Additional Socolitor 

General that the bar of age would not be raised against 

any of the petitioners when a fresh panel is prepared.

Thib ia 80 as explained by Additional Solicitor General, 

in view of the fact that the petitioners have already been 

in panel and that panel has been cancell«d without giving 

notice to them. The concession made by ASG shall operate 

tMX in respect of two cons^Q.tutive advertiaasraonts for 

♦mployment,

N>j
Civil Mlacellaneous petition lia allowed,

• COURT yiASTh'R,

#■
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7 ; i o ; b 9  I  qp? jnrcci 5̂  j t j i t w ^  ^rr jT i-n r -tr ^  t R

^  s T ^ V  ^  E?cTTQ^ 6 l ^  gYh ?IT 'fqr ^  îq

n Y  f^cTT ^ c T T  ^  <Ê  1 ^  I

6 - ^  a s p iif W  «iY C TO Tfjp-R  ^ §  g^ia s f ^ f ^  ^  03i9 3W^ ^  t R  sYenr

s Y^ iti s r r R  «pt ncur ?it f ^ m r  s i p j i f W  csY u€f
^  3iTq2iTi ag^f^n 3iTpi agcK?a^?Tf^ ^ 3Ts:5?1% Y «pY  f ^ T g f T R

f^ rftzi 3rr f^ ziT  î i ^ j i t  i

9^ tins H f^ fr l  g -R T  92I5I f55  ̂ »Î I S 3 :i l f W  <pY f ^ f V f l  b  ^ 3 ^  SftTfrra 

^  ? g T f2 ^  9?4eft s Y^i t i  59b x f ^ f ^ n  gzra fJp̂ r § q  a ? i

f % T  c>Y «it?  ^ f^  3ft f b c Y f ^ a  H P f f

^  znr ^  orr a^nr I  1

I ,^ v 3 A  ,Ê

,  ■■ ^'i-top, -

g^7s>^v'/ ' _  .

2 I

f-.:> 
c>- - . , , ,

Aclvr.c;, ,i-



l o  g rT^frra î ?ft r̂r tf̂ isci h

l^vvz CT C^iQ'ST^ cI?<T ?1''̂ 1T! Hgf^ci 51?.^ H-;.'-

. - L  f^t-.lT c Y  3 IJlY -q  ^ jY fq n  C II^ JIT  1

1 i -  rV\^ g - R T  f r - ^ T  r̂<:T yY*4 f i  s r a r q - q :^  3 il^  b  ^ T o i

T O T  fiY  2I3'-ji5^Y qiY ^c-i b  E tY ? ^ n  55̂  f^ ^ iT

^uh  ^«iTfc© /H c!fiTcrciT*rt{c:; c m k iT c n  i

'  C T ^ T  CI7R1 Tl'iq 11^ CI5T CITH ^ejcl ^ m  ^  3IT -'n>:

?iT-J ^  y g  ^rgTffci 31? 9Y  ^ci IfJ iT  ^  ^  Tc^q e V ' T

cTT ^  fi^feia f^ fV n  b

'5 9 ' 6''^'
qh ?tx g5?{ ‘Sy?lS

^  H g j^  3ite JTTci 5T^?rrcrr

3lToi?I5fT51-c?gr6l3> I

i^fnf^ftr :-

1- ŶSlcI 3!f^5T^, tiqiJffjlci oT^ff l U S T T c l f q ^

^0 ^f^c!2 351̂  3I3^«I ^ ^ f̂ 6l-fi5 n^ 3n^?^q-^l Ĥ IOT-

f^n 5 ^ 1 af î?5i-qrii ?pgr e qnra aT4.eft VHTt. qrfr
^eiY b «Y >i a f ^  a hY i

2- agtis m r , f^ a i srca^ i$\ ^ga ^cnr4 i
3-  STRfft^I "^55 ^ 0^0 Ctrsci jiT^i  ̂ ?reHTV 53151^15 5-211001 50?0

5T ^qs Gclcixq u  ,  ,  ^  ^  ^

cH^ ?f^a t i m  2 ^ ,  €if^^ Tci, aTaCT*ag5i3> #
(5^3 §gciTq I

5- Qpgq sicPTjft ^qr 3j™ ,  a;^, srrzrr I^cit

TO?0 hm ^flclTq I . '
6- 9f^«i 3TTf^ jrrf^ ^qip efq, qotfto p i^ , i n ,

sYcci a55£T5> 2260G1 lyojo fi 35̂  g^T-1 1

(-- 1 • rv ^

jq: 3^q ^ t f ^  Spf 8

3i1R Jira T^&'cIT OT^^Tcrr 

3lTtW«lT2l-agei5> I

/Hto3l0/030989/

■> 

4-

c^7777z  ̂ {̂i—

-- > ’. M I'

Adv,



I 3 «
M a r  Singh

*.7

■̂ >̂ . <'u,u.r V e ^

i(U£-i>t d('>̂  ^ (̂ yÂ-Vi
' V  ,
(jLntCfh ^  '̂ //V _/«!/Aâ->

^atTcl-^
— name

Pai

Singh
Sr^ •

/ ^ h

T i h :

166PH

N0,TT1E;^\ RAILV.AY

No. DaA£/704Ahalla5is

OFFICE CF THE 

DY.CHI£F MHCH.l NCIKEHa  
CArt.^AGE.8. vVACGN SHOPS 
ALAiVBAGH, UDCKi-C.V.

Dated :  0 2 * 2 . 1 9 9 0 .

I

Selection for the formation of panel oi 
terpv^rary khallasis in Gr, Rs ,7?0-940( H P S ) was 
ccT,du:ted frcm 1.1,90 to 29.1.90, Names of the 
cardidates \vho were found suitable are given'belov;
Ir, .-':cordanco vdth th-?ir msrit. The panel is 
provisional and cvibjoct to the follcwing conditicn:. .*•

I, The candidates will have to pass the Medical
lixaminatic’n in C~I category before appointment.

Therotention of the names of the c?ndidates an 
the pane-1 will depend up.'-n the genuineness of 
their educational, tec^rical and other 
certificatos.

3, The a’ppointrr.ont of those candidates who are
overaged but have been permitted to appear as 
per orders of tho Supreme Court, v^ill depanc’ 
on r<3 laxaticn of age bar by the competent 
authority.

4^ There i-j n<.' Quarantee thst the candidates will
b-s appcintod in aaii.’ays ar Khsllasl::,

S'J'i’o, Aol l"” Fi oT' I- a me

♦ /■). <_

3 ? 0

6<p 
i ''S.)

2b  7

; 3 4 0

10, 99.4

1 1 ,  2 5 0

1 2 ,  8 6 1  
13

1 4 ,  ^ 7 7  

I'j , j S ;('■

r,'. .j ̂

o .
6 .

7.
f3,

9.

S u n i l  Singh  Bajaj

.Md.Shuh Kidwai

/ ^ j i n d e r p a l  Singh

S u n il  Kumar, fvigarn

Yunus J a f r i

Ashok Kurr/ar 

Sajay  K r .Sr iv astava

3alim Parvej

Chander Prakash  Gup' 

Ravindra. Pd.Pandey

Sachidanand

Gauri  Shanker Verma

S-artichid.-anand Tav/a r;

Anil  Kumar

iha ‘. hi K jri t T >;■ w<i ri

.lanjit Sinyh

.^■oJ I'.aqvi

AM:, .;ui

therms name f a t h e r ’ s 

. ___

bhararavir Bajaj A . S .

M o h d . I d r i ' 104C

Harbhajan singh 3-30G.

Kalka Pd.f..i.gam lO'^K V -■

Liakat Hussain 23C'3

Bai;) Nath 471E

Keshav Prasad

Abdul x-lauf. 2273

a D .S .G u pta

Y .P .P a n d o y S r . C 1 a r k ,

Sunder Sharma f/an

Shree Ram ir>-:K v X  '

. R ,L ,Tow a 'ri

Pyare 'Lai
■*r. 'Z-

a ,K .T o 7 o r i

Gurchar.:;r Singh '}  ̂>v\

*(ia’  rl-;;; r <■': r. j

i • , •«« . .

' M s

C/nj

■

an >[

'70f(

/o)̂ n

5a '

' '■

 ̂ L. p. M -  ̂ ! ■
A d  Vi,CL r

n/
Copj



.■L

A V

Uyiicfh J*̂ cU<T JS7kts

4 Îj.0'(̂ »̂ ̂  

cO-X̂^

No;rri;i;;̂ \ f w i u v a y

OFFICE CF T m  

DY.CHIEF MFCH.uNCINEf:,, 
CAa.UAG£ 8. WAGON SHCP3 
A1AV3AGH, UJCKJ.a//.

No. D a ^ / 7 0 4 A h a l l a s l s  Dated; 02,2.1990.

Selection for the formation of panel oi 
terpK^rary khallasis in Gr. Rs,75-0-94o( R P S ) was 
cor.du-ted from 1.1,90 to 29.1.90, Names of the 
csr,didates \vho were found suitable are given'below 
In i":cordanco v/ith th?ir merit. The panel is 
provisional and cubj?ct to the follcwing conditionr. ■

2*

3,

The candidates will have to pass the Medical 
iixaminaticjT in  G-I category before appointn'isnt.

Therjtention of tho names of the candidates an 
the pane-i will depend up:'-n the genuineness of 
thfeir educational, technical and other 
certificates.

The appointrr.ont of those candidates who are 
overaged but have been permitted to appear as 
per orders cf tho Supreme Court, will depend 
on relaxation cf age bar by the competent 
authority.

There i n«. . 
bs appcintc

Quarantee t'.Tst the candidates \-d.Il 
j in iUil.'ays CE K ha i la sis.

l" fs o'. ’ h a me l^ather^ s name T a t  her’s

 ̂i'. '*>' . { S u n i l  S i n g h  B a j a l DharaiTivir S a j a j A . s .  ■
t' Md.Shuh K i d w a i M o h d . I d r i r ; 1 0 <C

• ( ' i -2 j i n d e r p a l  Si n g h Harbhiajan s in g h 3.30&
/*’ <» S u n i l  Kumar, Kigam K a l k a  Pd.I-.igaM 106K 1 - -

- O . 3?0 Yunus J a f r i L i a k a t  Hussain 23q3
6 . 69"? Ashok Kurr/ar B a i j  N a t h 4 7 1 E
7 . 1 '<50 S a j a y  K r . S r i v a s t a v a Keshav Pras ad
G . 2b 1 Sa lim  P a r v e j A b d u l  .-Itiuf 2273
9. 1 340 Chand er P r a k a s h  Gupta D . S . G u p t a
1 0 . 994 H av in dr a Pd .P a n d e y Y . P . P a n d o y S r . C l e r k  ^
i i . 25 0 Sa chid ana nd Su nder Sharma f/esi-
1 o ** *- • 061 G a u r i  Sh a n k e r Verma £ h re e Ra m ir>-:K
irj S.irhr.hidar.arid T j w p r i- H_ h.To wa' ri /it ' j

t ■ y "-1f, 1 1 A n i l  Kumar P y a re  ' L a i < r

i ‘j . 1 '-h,')‘: h i  K j n t  Tew ar i /{̂  K . Tc'7;n r i
3^ . \ i-iarijit Sin g h Oijrcha S;i'>gh V ! *

/■. At , ‘-.or, -.woJ l-.aqvi i l i a 2
i l ' ii i ' , h A ^ '  .;Ui : , . 5: . n ,  A •;*!.. .

- A t t e r t ^ J "  jc C o p j
c _  ^  /

L. i\ :: 
Adviĵ i



.'i 

L. i .

' 'i - r —

>

H<>ll.Ko. N «tDe FatKer’ s name r j ' : r

. 141 Ajai Kumar Bhairo Pd.Sharma 77 2A.
..i 20* 75 fealblnder Singh Harbans Singh 447A

51. 1117 Ham Krishna Brij Kishore 79M

!̂' 2i* 1050 Gurbax Singh Pritam Singh 107L
484 Mahesh Kr^ 

Srlvastava
Anant Rai Srjlvast^va

" :2 4 .

-■

1515 Pjgm Kumsr Singh f\aro, Bux Singh ; ,

1398 ‘ Jafari /Ainni Lat^ RS Minni

i'2£* 633 Rajinder Kuroar Bal Kishan C/roan 'f

m K^anar Phul K,L.Phul • A* S.

1057 Patmanand Rara Singh

$41 Ra^esh Mohan c- Janki Prasa4^‘ '70K

;. 30/ 1262 ^ur«6h ShuklD Mahad^d Shukla ASIA^^I

ai. 696 Bhagwat Chaubey Sarju Prasad ,^;59S

33i 1556 ‘ Chnanga Singh Han8raj Singh

- is . Joe9 Narendra Kuroar Miara Har Pra&ad( Mlsro C/cvan

631 Pado Kant Rai Prahhakar Dy.SS

119 Prarafid Kumar Krishna Sw.aroop 635A

36^ 720 Aaiir Hussain Mohd,* Hussain 626M

3 7 / 834, Ravi Kant Tyagi Ramesh Chand 31K
•  *

iiao MuKesh Kr.tyagi Dayo Ranj Tyagi 163J

:v39/ 1541 fiurender Singh Ram Swwak Vada,v

: 4o ; 161^ Qynh Prakash Sir.gh Markand&y Singh-

44. 78 Devinder slngh Valia Prithipal singh 465A

42, 1 U 3 Kamlesh Kr.Maurya Bhagwati Pd,

-t 43,’ I M Mohd. Sharif Nozirn A U 033A

*4,. av 974 Fakerey Aiam Abu Bakr.Abbasi o .s .

4ft i: :v 462 Miiclan Lai Yadav Hanuman Paishart 469B

 ̂ 46 ? • 179 Vasudev Kamal'Kumar 9ilA ''

47 t 833 Uma Shanker Gupta Laxmi Kara In 17K

) ; 330 , Sheo Char£»n Jwala Parshad 49) &

49 203 Copal Sharma Vasjil Sharma i041A

& 0 .  , iyy3 Sandeop Kr.Chakra-^.C.Chakatvarti

;
B29 vircnder Singh Swaroop 2.29G

&2. 98 i Amor Ajai Chfluhan B/0 V.B.Chauhan H X .  ,

b% 1C33 Hanvifnan Pd*Tev»«ri S.P.Towari 29U-' 'I-

64 5l-.rjilcsh Kr,
o j t P.C,5rivnstava A .S ,

^)^. 1'09

S riv:; ijta va 
Anaitd Kuniar Ham Sowak- loe>iA

^6. R.-;0 Ho ri 1-awln Tc wari Vii>hw^inoth iewvir* 6 'If'

t>7. 6-t j ^ubr.a s' CluVadav Sant Kuint̂ r 7!K

59. a 6 3'i Sh,3 ilortdcjr Kuiu.ir rl:in'. Au^i.n Sinyh

V9. i^/,6 njri>;^h i'T-.VcriVij V.D.V.i I'lii.'i

/'vv 1 ►, V 1 / *
VC Corn

AdvDcaii



•________ LLcu-
TatKcf
name

T iiz ':

61
62

63

64

65 

66. 
67. 

66.
69.

70.

71.
72.

73.

74.

7tt

78,

79, 

00, 

®A.. 

62 

83

65

»

86.

B7.

c .

90.

91

92

93.

94. 

95

96.

97. 

98 

99, 

ioo

132/4

1395

57

435

1486

1386

312

1615

1237

781

1314
172

9eo

e?a

1073

4064

776
308

408

1514

72

1139

1446

545

1311

1614

^37

1477

443^

49

165

583

345

4

991
10

1613

224

»9t3

591

^hiv Kumar 

Amar Singh 

At\Ti Kuriiar Verma 

Mohd, Sajid 

Nirmal Kishore 

ititn Kumar Yadav 

Badshah Hussain 

Aajesh Kr.Verma 

Chot«y Lai 

••Klshan

Shco Puj.-n 
Kervl Kumar .

Sabir Haider

Jasbir Singh

*Uiwan

Anil Kviftar

Sandedp Kr.Gupt^
J^tinder Hoy .

xUai Ahmed

Alan Akhtar Khan

rath singh

Virender Kr.Oupta

fiam Suresh Shukla

Virpal Yadav

lAanoj Kr.Yodav

San jay Kr. Vejtna

Shco Pal Singh 

Wahadeo Singh 

Sri Kishen 

fAohd. i 

Ram Dass 

Chheda Lai 

Ansar Bussain 

Nanhey Lai 

i\om Dularey 

Sheo Pujan

La loo Pd,
Bengali Sac

B /0  S^ Haider

Dayal Singh

B/0 S.a Shah

Sidh Nath

b/ 0 Shamal Supta 
ChandraKant Pd

Abdul Shakur

•Mohd.Wahid Khan,

S.K.Singh

Bansi Lai

BrahroDe'o Shukla

Tulsiram Yadav

ViJJay Kumar

rtara Shankcr Verraa

Soyad Khushid Ahmed B /0 S .J .S .H ija ji  

Mohd.Salim 

Vir Pratap SinQh 

Wohd.Ayub 

Santosh Kr.Yadav 

Dinesh Kr.Awasthi 

Vimlesh Kr,Yadav 

Afzal Melmood Khan 

/'■jcûv Pal .'^InGh 

Sayood Afjmed 

Dinesh Kumcr 

iiaj Kr.Awiisthi

biioi,

Sh;ihjc'(lo*

Karim Bux 

D ,P .S in y h  ' 

Mohd.Qayoom 

Prabhu Dayal 

L,J. .Awasthi 

B, K.V.ida V 

Mahmood Khan 

iLrj.Sinyh 

Fi'Qj.t' ..limcrl 

Shiv nnlck 

fbmaK.-int '-w. stJii 

Guru Porshod 

Mohci.H.it i ^

166PH

377A

369B

360B

24aJ

180F

A

690^ V "

H3 ’

87K

Clerk A/C

U€M

Dy.SS
319B

341B

440A

39M

45 4C 

160PH

Dy.SS

822A

794B

300A

-865A

652C

538B

43.

leî

o,('v,

-- 4/-

L.

f'
■̂̂apy

Advc. if



, JOl, 

102,
103.

104.

105.
106. 
107. 

106. 

109. 

JIO, 

111. 
112. 
113. 

IIA.

116.

117.

luS.

119.

120. 
i21, 

i n ,

124,

mi
127.

129.
130.
131.

132.
133.
134.
135.

iOJ6

1 7 3
1̂ >49

193
61
266
167

486 

856 

6S9 

1401 

120 

485 

966 

607

"^246 

ft 42 

1146 
629 

247 

368 

101 

095

1544

1474

238 
1 479  
1 6 1 1  
278 
3?3 

' 1329 
1079
487

ti.nhoch G u m 3 a i  

Rajesh Sinoh Pal 

D.inesh Komar Tripathi 

 ̂ Kaloo Ram

Sagar Yadav 

Vi jay Kumar Misra 

Dalip Xumar 

Tariq Aziz 

limesh K.uuiar 

Arvind Singh 

Daloop Kuraar 

<»*Mohd. Zabar Khan 

Yoqindar Kuniar (SC) 

Arxm Kvjsnar Sharma 

Amrit Lai Yadov 

Sarwan Kumar Tevtiari 

Bahimudin

Ra.nish Kumar T(?wari 

Maheshwar Singh ( X )  

A5hok Kuroar (SC) 

Gobind Pal'S had (SC) 

Dhani Rain ( X )

î atau Jat4V (3C)

4

Bjiffi Kumar 

SwrthJ
unar

(SC)

(lei
Kunwar Chand ( X )  

AwdGsh Kumar (»X) 

Kaniya Lai (SC) 

Parshotam Dass (SC)

Panna Nand 241-U

Ram Bharosoy 895-A

Uma Dutt Tripathi 

Pyarey Lai 982-A

Kashi i^m Yadav - 381-A

BriJ Mohan • 165-B

Kedar Singh 870-A u-

Abdul A ziz  C/fAan

Chunna Lai 151-K

Ham Naresh Singh 418-E

Satya Pal Singh 

Gul Mohd. Khjn 

Gharan

K .L , Sha.ma

Bam Das

T.N , Tt'wari

Kr. rirouddin

S .B , iQwarl

Bhullan Singh

Ohedi Lai

Bhagwati Prosad

Maikoo Lai

Lalo Amir Prasad 
B/O Un Parkash

Late Dwarka

644-A 

Dy S ,r 

H.C.

40e-̂-r

49-B 
63--K 
150 .J 

S. S.

50-B 

700-R 

922-A' 

152-K

KP,&S?hh‘-Ham 

Maikoo Lai 

Ba'rkoo Ram 

Kathiley Ram 

Late Manoh?r Dass.

uiiargbuiuM

O.S.

i\anjit Kumar AnuragilSC) Mauji Lai

Raj Kuraai,' ( X )  

Jagriish Kum?r (SC) 

Naresh Kumar (SC) 

Jasvjant Bor la (CT)

203-B

342-li

104~?H

Asstt.AA--.

Ghotey Lai 

Pitai

Va sdev Mariya

Suleman Barla 
B/o Pal Baria

A i t t i l v - I , C o p v ^ ' ' -  

_  ;

— y
u.

Atlvoc;. II



136. 946 j i n d e r  K u r * r  (SC) Ha r i  sh Chander
1 ^ 7 , 94--; C o p al  Baboo (SC) Mohan L a i 1 0 6 - L

1 3 8 , n a i J 3 g d i s h  Prasa d (SC) Au se r y 1 9 1 - J
^ 3 9 , 1 396 .-<an. Kumar (SC) T u l a k  Prasad

•* ‘ r 47 i ^ n j in d e r  Kumar (SC) M a h a b ir  Prasad 242-A
\?32 Hanuf L a k o r a  ( S T ) L ^ t e  Sh Lokash 

B / o  I . D .  .Samuel
xPF ■

ft
I . : : - , 1351 Lachmen Oraon ( S T ) N a i n e y  Oraon

J493 Aadhey Shy am (SC) Mansukh L a i
1 - " . . 119 4 Scam Kumar ( S C ) i .̂rn Swaroop . 1 0 7 - J

649 R sj u  (S C) R a j  Jan L a i 186-£.
Cshanshyam .( SC) L a t o  Harcharan 

■B/o Om Pe rkash
501-C

a‘1 7 . 412 R<nm Na re s h (SC ) Baboo L a i 979-3 U
ĥ B. 92!) Vasudev Hansda (S T ) B / o  Jagan N a t h Hansd '̂.

624 B i l a s  Bnro ( S T ) S . P .  Bara B/O P . D .  E- . - '
-C.

O r ,l y  5 ST c a n d i d a t e s  v;ere found s u i t a b l e  a g a i n s t  pr' '  
of 6 in the p a n e l .  The remaining one vacancy v ; i l l  
.’.s j  b::cV.iog vaconcy and w i l l  be f i l l e d  up in f u t u r e  ’ 
ruir,t .
-^•'Their c.^fididatura /Provisiona 1 ,  .

( R X .Sriva s T a v a f ^ ^ ^ ^  ̂
Assistant Personnel Officer 
F,rlly.,C8.7/ shops, Alambagh 

Luckno'//.

Co p y t o ; -
^  (j > hiVAi ' “•< 5 ^ '—■

C-.J W  ( V ^  s ,

.V O .'V .O  }V-.— *••



CM S  9  1/92-

10>3.97.

Pll» Nos.

1 * O .A .404/92.
2. O.A.559/93.
3. O.A. 92/95•
4. O.A.145/95.
5 . O.A.522/94.
6. O .A .791/94.
7. O .A .264/94.
8. O.A.450/92.
9 . O .A .706/93.
10 .0 .A .864/93.
41.0.A .419/96.
12.0.A . 361/96.
13.0.A .548/92.
14.0 .A .146/90. 
15.C.A.224/94. 
16.OJi.22 3/94.
17.0.A .303/93. 
18.C .C .P .111/93

alongwith 
Review 101/93.

Hon*ble Mr. V.K. SetlV A.M.

Hon*ble Mr. D.C. 'Vermâ

Sri. Scm KartiX, brief holder for 

Sri. L .P . ShtMla* learned comisel fear
«r

^plicant prays for adjournment on account 

of absence of learned counsel• Sri.Anil 

Srlvastava# learned counsel for respondents 

in l^g e  no. of connected cgses is on leave 

taday.

List among the first 5 after part-heard ,

O.A« 222/94 which also deals with same matter 

should also connected with & listed alongwith. 

Sri. R. srivastava« learned counsel states 

that O.A. 468/93 is also identical and prays 

that the same should also be lirdced alongwith 

above. We order accordingly.

liist on 31.3.97 for hearing.

Copies of these orders be placed in all 

the connected files*

A.K.
J .K .

V

0
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IN TH:. C3MTRAL ADilDIISTR/^TIVS 1’RIBU1:AL 

CIRCUIT BEI'ICH, LUC.CTO.J.

Registration (O .A .) NO, 146 o£ 1990 (L) ,

Rajendra Kumar Shukla and 5 O th ers .. . . .Applicants.

Versus.

_ Union of India  and O t h e r s ........................Respondents.

Fixed for 5 .7 .1 9 90

SHORT COUNTER REPLY :

I ,  Rajiv  Chandra, v/orking as Deputy Chief 

^ I4echanical lingineer (’./> , Carriage and '.lagon

Shops, Northern Railway, Alambagh, Lucknow,do 

hereby solemnly affirm and state as under:-

1 .  That the o ffic ial above-named is respondent 

No. 2, himself, as such he is fully  conversant 

with the facts and circumstances of the Applicant's 

case and has been authorised by the other 

y  respondents to f ile  this short counter reply on

their behalf also.

2 . That the Hon 'ble Supreme Court's directive in 

S .L .P .  No. 1213 and 1214 of 1988 was only to the 

effect that upto two consecutive advertisement for 

employment, the bar of age v/ould not be raised 

agaiBSt any of the petitioners (of S .L .P . No. 4213

Contd. , .2 ,
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and 1214 of 1988) when a fresh panel is

.V
prepared (Annexure No, 2 ) •

3) That persuant to the aforesaid

directive of the Hon'ble Supreme Court as 

contained in  Annexure No, 2, vide Notice 

N o. DCME/704/Part, dated 8-9-89 (Annexure No. 3 ) , 

> applications were invited to form a fresh

panel of Khalasies.

I 4) That a careful perusal of page 2 para
!i
1 ,

i. 1 of the said Annexure No. 3 ,dated 8-9-89 would
ii

itse lf  indicate that the applicants, who were 

W  >  also the petitioners in S.L«rf>, 1213 and 1214
I .  ''

of 1988 have also been allowed to apply for 

the post of Khalasies havino no bar in respect

of their age in compliance with the Hon’ ble

Supreme Court* s directive dated 8-9-88,

(Annexure No, 2 ) ,

5 ) That the other facts and circumstances

of the case of the applicants have already been 

discussed in detail and finally  adjudicated 

upon by this Hon’ ble Tribunal at Allahabad in 

. r . , . Contd, , .3 . .



O .A . Mo. 500 of 1986 and 206 of 1987 respectively 

^  and by the Hon 'ble Supreme Court in S .L .P ,  No, 1213

and 1214 of 1988 respectively.

^  That the answering respondents are

advised to state that in view of aforesaid facts, 

the directive of the Hon 'ble Supreme Court stood 

^   ̂ fu lly  complied with and there remains no other

material in thAs case which is yet to be 

adjudicated upon.

I)

7 ) That it  may further be clarified  here

that persuant to notice dated 8-9-89 as contained 

in Annexure Wo. 3 to the original application,all 

^ the candidates including those candidates who

are sons or dependents of working railway 

employees under the respondents and vrtio fu lfilled  

all the conditions as la id  down in the said notice 

were called for interview. However, only the age . 

bar was not made apnlicable in respect of the 

candidates who were petitioners in the S .L .P .

No. 1213 and 1214 of 1988 ,

8 ) That only those candidates who did not

-3- _____

/  fu l f il  all the conditions la id  down in the

* Contd. . .  4 . .
V'.r v/'.iv, if
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notice datSd 8-9-89 (Annexure No. 3 ) were not 

called for interview but those candidates who 

fu lfille d  the said conditions and who had 

applied for the selection were dul$ considered 

and called for interview.

9 )  That persuent to the said notice dated

8-9-89, all the eligible  candidates who have 

applied were called for interview and after said 

screening those who were found suitable were 

placed on the provisional panel dated 2-2-1990 

as contained in the Annexure No. 4 to the 

original application.

©C) That all the process regarding selection

for formation of panel of temporary khalasies in 

grade Bs. 750 - 9^0 (RPS) ,  persuent to the notice 

dated 8-9-89 were completedand the results were 

prepared soon after the interview/screening was over 

but due to stay order granted by this Hon 'ble 

Trib\ina\ on 27-9-89 in O .A . No. 84 of 1989, the 

same could not be declared. When the said interim 

order was vacated on 2-2-1990, the results, whirh

|i
I were otherwise complete were declared on the same

____ ^  day. In fact , the said original apolication No. 84

' Contd... 5 . .

|i 9 '<1 ‘ , -.1 ?in, ff ®  ̂U
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of 1989 was itself  disposed of finally  on 

the same date i .e .  on 2 .2 .1 9 9 0 .

11) That persuant to the said notice 

dated 8 .9 .8 9  (Annexure No. 3 ) ,  the applicants 

also applied and their applications were duly 

considered and after having found them eligible  

(except the age bar) to appear for the said 

selection# they were duly called for interview. 

Accordingly applicants were interviewed on 

2 9 .1 .1 990  and marks were given to them strictly 

as per their performances but the applicants 

could not obtain the sufficient marks to be 

borne on the provisional panel dated 2 .2 .1 9 9 0  

hence they were not borne on the said provisional 

panel (Annexure No. 4) .

12) That now it  is specifically  stated 

that neither any bias or arbitrariness or 

illegality  was committed nor the directions of 

the Hon’ ble Supreme C^urt or this Hon'ble Tribunal 

were violated in any way in forming the said 

provisional panel dated 2 .2 .1 9 9 0 , as contained in 

Annexure No. 4 to the original application.

1 3) That in view of the aforesaid facts 

and reasons, there appears to be no marit in the

applicants case hence the application is liable

^ o  be dismissed with costs against the applicant

Contd. .  6 . .
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and in favour of the answering respondents.

Lucknowi

Dated: f riî )

V.f- V , af;!rl'r̂

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

I the o ffic ial  above named do hereby 

verify  that the contents of para 1 of this 

reply is true to my personal knov;ledge and those 

of paras 2 to 1' 3of this reply are believed by 

me to be true on the basis of records and legal 

advise.

Lucknow.

lisrrd 'fir: fisfjilisffd
Dated: :in,



r
In the Central Administrative Tribunal, 

Circuit Bench, Lucknow.

Registration (C .A . )N o .1 4 6  of 1 9 9 0  (L ).

Rajendra Kumar Shukla S. 6 o th e r s .------Applicant

Versus

Union of India and others. ------Re^ondents

Rejoinder to the short counter reply.

I ,  Rajendra Kumar Shukla, aged about 29 

years, son of Sri Shyam Sunder, resident of 31/3, 

Purani Labour Colony, Aishbagh, Lucknow, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and depose as under

1. That the deponent is applicant No.l in

the above noted application and as such he is 

fully conversant with the facts and circumstances 

of the case. He is duly authorised to file  this 

Rejoinder on jkJa behalf of other applicants also.

2 . That para 1 of the short counter reply

needs no comment.

3. That para 2 of the counter reply is admitted

contents of para 6 (1 ) to 6 (4 ) and 6 (3 )  to

6(32) of the application are reiterated. It  is
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specifically submitted that d e ^ ite  the order of 

the Hon'ble Supreme Court in $ .L .P .No .l2l3  and 

1214 of 198§ as well as the directions of this 

Hon*ble Tribunal, the respondents excluded the 

applicants from the Panel arbitrarily, deliberately 

and vtfith a malafide intention. The Panel dated 

2 .2 .9 0  is absolutely illegal, arbitrary and framed 

with malafide intention as the respondents were 

pre-determined to exclude the applicants from 

Panel dated 2 .2 .1990 .

4 . That para 3 of the counter reply is admitted.

However, the applicants applied in pursuance of

Notice No.DCME/704/Part, dated 8 .9 .1989 but some

of t h ^  were not called for the examination, some

of them were called for but their call letters

were subsequently cancelled and some others were 

called and appeared in the examination but were 

failed by the respondents illegally and arbitrarily 

as the respondents were pre-determined not to 

select them.

5. That para 4 of the counter reply is admitted 

and para 4 of this rejoinder is reiterated. However, 

it  may be pointed out that the respondents had 

allowed the applicants only to apply for the post

of Khalasi to show that they are complying with 

the Hon*ble Supreme Court's direction dated 8 .9 .1989 , 

but in fact the re^ondents excluded the applicants

^ different ways as is evident from para 4 of this
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rejoinder. Thus the directions of the Hon*ble 

Supreme Court dated 8 .9 .1988 and those of this 

Hon*ble Tribunal have been flouted by opposite 

parties.

6 . That para 5 of the counter reply is not

disputed. It is further submitted that despite

the directions of the Hon*ble Supreme Court as 

well as of this Hon’ble Tribunal, the respondents

h ' did not pay any heed to it  and^the applicants

are suffering irreparable loss and injury.

7. That para 5 of the counter reply is denied.

In fact the respondents are patently disobeying 

and defying the Hon’ble Supreme Court’ s directions 

dated 8 .9 .1988  by way of non-compliance as is 

evident from para 4 of this rejoinder. That is why

^  > the matter is yet to be adjudicated upon so that

A the applicants may be spared from harassment by

the respondents and may get justice.

8 . That the contents of para 7 of the counter

reply as stated are not admitted. The applicants 

fulfilled all the terms and conditions mentioned 

in the notice dated 8 .9 .1989  and they had applied 

in pursuance of the said notice, but were excluded 

from the Panel in different ways as is evident from 

para 4 of this rejoinder. Since the respondents 

were pre-deterrained not to select the applicants 

v^o vrere petitioners in S .L .P .H o .1213 and 1214
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9. That para 8 of the counter reply as 

stated is denied. It  is vehmently denied that 

the candidates vsho fulfilled all the terms and 

conditions laid dom  in the notice dated 8 .9 .1989 , 

were duly considered and called for Interview.

In fact the applicants, despite fulfilling all 

the terms and conditions as laid dov«n in the said 

notice and applying in pursuance of it, were not 

considered at the time of making the Panel dated 

2 .2 .9 0 . The respondents incontravention of the 

Hon*ble Supreme Court's order dated 3 .9 .1988 , 

illegally, arbitrarily and with malafide intention 

formed the Panel after denying the opportunity 

to the applicants.

10. That para 9 of the counter reply as stated 

is denied. In fact the applicants were eligible 

and had applied in pursuance of the notice dated 

8 .9 .1989  but some of them were called for Interview 

but subsequently their call letters were cancelled 

without stating any reason. Others were not called 

even for interview and some of them were called 

but were failed deliberately, illegally with 

malafide intention. In this way the respondents 

made the Panel dated 2 .2 .90  without paying any 

heed to the orders of^Hon ble Supreme Court and 

Central Tribunal.

11. That the contents of para 10 of the

X  ________  ,^7-r— counter reply, as stated, are denied. It is wrong
Z K ^  ^ 7 ^ / ^
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to say that O.A.No.34 of 1989 has been disposed 

ofl finally. In fact this application is  connected 

with O .A.No.69 /90 . However it may also be submitted 

that the formation of the Panel dated 2 .2 .1990 

is wholly illegal, arbitrary and malafide.

12. That para 11 of the counter reply as 

stated is denied. It is submitted that the 

applicants though applied in pursuance of the 

notice dated 8 .9 .1989 , but were not considered.

The respondents adopted different ways to throw 

them out of the Panel dated 2 .2 .9 0  as is evident 

from Para 4 , 9 and 10 of this Rejoinder. In this 

way the respondents made the Panel dated 2 .2 .90  

illegally, arbitrarily and with a malafide intention 

at their own free will and the applicants were put 

to a heavy loss and injury.

 ̂ 13. That para 12 of the counter reply is

vehmently denied. In fact the Panel dated 2 .2 .9 0  

was made incontravention of the Circular N .P .S .

No.8601-A of the Railway Board and the respondents 

committed many illegalities as the applicants 

fulfilled all the terms and conditions but still 

were not considered and rejected in different ways 

as is patent from the preceding paras of this 

Rejoinder. It is specifically mentioned that the 

respondents did not pay any heed to the directions 

of the Hon'ble Supreme Court as well as those of 

____  ___  this Hon*ble Tribunal, when they made the Panel

dated . . . . 9 0 ,
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14. That para 13 of the counter reply is

denied. In the light of the facts and circumstances 

stated in this rejoinder and those of the original 

application, the applicants may be allowed the 

relief claimed in the application against the 

re^ondents and in favour of the applicants.

LIP C_P

Lucknow, dated,
Deponent.

Verification.

I, the deponent above named do hereby 

verify that the contents of paras

of this affidaicit Rejoinder are true 

to my own knowledge and those of paras

are believed by me to be true on

legal advice.

Signed and verified this /-^c^day of September, 

1 9 ^  at Lucknow.

Deponent.
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R.K.Shukla. and others.

Versus

Union of India & others-

-Applicants

-^Respondents ■

The applicant most respectfully submits 

as under

1 - That the above application was decided

on 7-1.1993 and the said application was filed 

by R.K.Shukla and 6 others. Due to mistake, the 

name of one applicant, Zafar Ahmad, son of 

Zauber Husain could not be incorporated though 

he had signed Vakalatnama.

2. That for incorporating the name of

Zafar Ahmad, the applicant moved an application 

dated 2 1 .1 2 .1 9 9 2 , which was taken sjcish on 

7.1.1993.

3 . That the H o n’ble Coixrt directed the

office to give its report and heard the matter 

finally.
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4* That the office recorded its report

as reproduced below

“In petition there are six applicants 

but the Power filed by .Ir. L.P. Shukla, 

learned counsel for the applicants, 

signed by seven persons.”

5. That since in the application, only

6 applicants are mentioned, the respondents 

are not implementing the judgment against 

Sri Zafar Husain, son of Sri Zaubar Husain.

Wherefore, it is prayed that Zafar Ahmad, 

aged about 28 years, son of Sri Zaubar Husain 

resident of 255/9, Kundari fiakabganj, Lucknow, 

may be incorporated as applicant Ko.7 in the _ 

above original application Ho.146 of 1990*

Lucknow, dated,
;^J.4.1993 Applicant.

Verification.

I, fi.K.Shukla, aged about -5 -̂  years, son 

of Sri Shyam Sunder, resident of 31/3, Purani 

Labour Colony, Aishbagh,Lucknow, do hereby 

zaifiMHiyxafiiEmxaxxMx verify that the contents 

of paras 1 to 5 are true to my ov/n knowledge 

and no part of it is false.

Signed and verified this-j'^ day of April, 

1993 at Lucknow.

Applicant.



X-

IN THE CENTRAL ADRIKISTRATIUE TRIBUNAL AT ALLAHABAD 

ciRcuii bench , LUCKNOU

O.A . Wo, 146 of 1990

Rajendra Kumar Shukla & others

tfersus

Union of India & o th e r s * ,* ,.., .

Applicants

Respondents

SUPPLEMENTARY AFFIOAWIT

I, Rajendra Kumar Shukla, ^ e d  about years, 

son of Sri Shyara Sunder , resident of 31/3 Purani 

Labour Colony, Aishbagh, Lucknou, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and state on oath as under S-

-  I-

\fc 7” 

9

That the deponent is applicant No.l in the 

ebovB O .A . No, 146 of 1990 and as such he is 

fully conversant with the facts deposed to 

herein. He has been duly authorised by other 

applicants to file this affidavit.

2 , That the applicants on the basis of selection 

uere successful and were placed on the panel 

of 187 candidates for appointment as casual 

labour/khalasi. The said panel was, hooever, 

arbitrarily cancelled by order dated 3 ,1 ,1985  

passed by respondent No,2 without notice to 

the applicants and without disclosing any 

reason and on the same date, that is , 3 ,1 ,1985 

applications were invited to empanel 127 khalasis
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Against the order of cancellation and inviting 

applications for fresh panel urit petition 

No«59Q of 1965 uas filed* An application

0,A« No«5G0 of 1986 uas also filed in this 

Hon*ble Tribunal*

3* That during the pendency of the aforesaid cases,

a panel of 120 persons uas drawn up to the 

exclusion of the applicants*

4* That this Hon’ ble Tribunal by its judgment and

order dated 24*11*1987 dismissed O.A* No*500 

of 1986 along uith O.A* No.206 of 1987.

5* That an S*L«P* uas filed in the Hon'ble Supreme

Court against the judgment and order dated 

24*11*1987 passed by this Hon*ble Tribunal*

By its order dated 8*9.1988 the Hon’ ble Supreme 

Court on the basis of the statement made by 

the learned Addl* Solicitor General ordered 

that the bar of age uould not be made against 

any of the applicants uhen a fresh panel is 

prepared* This concession as made by the Addl* 

Solicitor General shall operate in respect of 

the consecutive advertisements for employment* 

This is so in vieu of the fact that the appli­

cants have already been in panel and that panel 

has been cancelled uithout giving notice to 

them*



6 . That the applicants by notice dated 8,9*1989

were called for selection test for drawing up 

a panel of 150 persons for the post of khalasis 

although they had already passed the selection 

test and i.»re included in the panel of success­

ful candidates as far back as in 1984* They 

were subjected to the same selection test 

requiring them to lift a gunny bag ueighing 

37^ kg* and uere asked a feu oral questions*

7. That by notice dated 2*2.1990 a panel of

149 persons selected as temporary khalasis 

was announced* This panel uas drawn up in 

an arbitrary manner without complying uith the 

letter and spirit of the order of tte Hon*ble 

Supreme Court dated 8*9*1988*

8. That aggrieved by notice dated 2*2*1990 drawing 

up a panel of 149 persons applications uere 

filed before this Hon'ble Tribunal* These 

applications were connected and dismissed by 

the common judgment and order dated 20*5.1991* 

Against the aforesaid judgment and order dated 

20*5*1991 civil appeal fios* 865-66 of 1992

.r-rTTT arising oat of SLP (C) Nos* 12979-80/91 were

filed and the same uere allowed by judgment 

and order dated 14*2*1992* A photostat copy 

of the judgment and order dated 14*2*1992 passei 

by the Hon’ble Supreme Court is filed as Annexuj 

Annexure- No,



9 . That the case of the applicants in the above 

£q3plication is the same as that of the 

appellants in the aforesaid appeals which 

have been allowed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court* 

The applicants are, therefore, entitled to 

be placed at par with the appellants and 

entitled to the same benefit in accordance 

with the judgment and order dated 14«2,1992 

by which the Hon*ble Supreme Court directed 

the railway authorities to treat the appellants 

as claimed by them and then consider them 

along with other applicants if  any belonging 

to the same category as the appellants and 

hawing similar preferential claim and pass 

an appropriate orders of appointment to the 

existing vacancies s}q3editiously preferably 

within two months from today, that is,

14.2*1992. Accordingly all the appellants 

have been given appointment by the railway 

administration# The applicants are also 

entitled to the same preferential treatment 

as they are also the sons of railway employees*

Lucknow DatedJ Deponent.

August 4,1992*

-4-

, ^/erification

I, the above-named deponent do verify that the 

contents of paragraphs 

of this affidavit are true to my own knowledge and thoaB
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i e  g r a n t e d .
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p r e p a r e d  i n  1 9 3 A  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  a p p e l l a n t . ^ ,  ar'ir'. th»» vf; v

c a n c e l l e d  subs<» ; \ - t - :  <;

w.i » . u t tf r  i • •’. . i > 1 ' ■ ■<!'.<•. ' "K* " ,  :i K 1 e : \

i n c l u C . e d ,  r t l ' t e r  cna ilc* n̂ ; i ’,,r.r L- '̂orp t.‘if ■1

A U a i n i B t r a t l  v e  T r i b u o i ^ l  un.' ;u j  .er c «  I . 1 y ,  r, r  U i  i  f. O

w i t i : :  s p e c i a l  laave p f e t i t i o n . i  Ut i nf_ (C, .’r'n . 1 3 - V'- of

T h e  ^ l a t t - r i '  v a n  c l  t h ^  if-:  r \

!•>!



/ , y

♦

kt
V-

. • ’ J ; b . -  
2 k"- .

 ̂ I i

'  4 P "  ^ ti 2

r.
j < ' ' 
 ̂ \̂'r '- ■

d a t e d  0 8 . 0 9 . 8 8 »  an c o n t a i n a d  i n  A n n e x u r e  P . 1  d i r o c t i n g  

r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  t h e i r  catiee a f t e r  i g n o r i n g ;  t h e  a{^e b a r .  

C o n e e q U i n t l y  a n o t h e r  p a n e l  wuc p r e p a r e d ,  b u t  a ^ a l n  t h e  

a p p e l l a n t s  c o u l d  n o t  f i n d  p l a c e  t h e r e i n .  T h e  a p p e l l a n t a  

O nce m o re  m o v e d  f r e s h  p e t i t i o n s  b e f o r e  t h e  T r l b u . - u i l  v h l c h

vrerc d l c m l s s e d  by  t h e  o r d e r  u n d e r  c h a l l e n ^ . : e .
1-

I n  r e p l y  t o  u q u e r y  by t h e  b e n j r .  , t h e  l e a r n e d  

W  c o u n s r l  f o r  t h ?  r c s ] x n v l o a ' . t ,  c i , , ,  ai . pp 1 1  r ; n t s  w e r e

e n t i t l e d  t o  th' .  ■" c l i i . : .  o l  ;  r. 'i -  ' • ,  wn^n t h e  f i r s t

p a n e l  v c s  p r e p r r f d .  lie h ; . s ,  h o .  c v.  , , i r i r „  t ; . o t  s i n c e

t h e  c p p ' r H r . n t P  h e c  n e t  f J l t . :  I . k  i i  t h r o u r . h  t o e

eo| plo>T. fcnt e x c h a n g e ,  t h e  c 1 « 1 k; c o U i L ;  n o t  t-e c o r . r , i .  r f ‘ d .  

h a v e  e x a m i n e d  t h e  r e l e v a n t  f a c t e  a nc d i r  cvr.. ; j;ce s o f  t h e  

c a s e  a nd o r e  o f  t h e  viev.- the 1 n . - v i r i r  r t o  t h ' -  ^ ; . r l i e r

o r i e r  p a s s e d  by t ' . i s  C o u r t  a no ti.c- r . - t u r r  c :  t h e  clr-irr,  o f
1 .

p r ^ 7i t y  b a s e d  o n  c o c p a s s l c . - v . t e  t n e  r e f u s a l  t c

c o n s i d e r  t h e  c^ppt l l o n t b ' c l a i n  f o r  t h e  s o l e  r e a s o n  t h a t  

t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n s  h a d  n o t  boon s e n t  t n r o u p / n  t h t  e n i p l o y r , e r ) t  

e x c h c n c e  w as n o t  \ } u s t i f i < : f l . A c c o r d  1 r . i - l y  ve c i r e c t  t h e

r e s p o n d e n t *  t o  i n c l u a e  t h e  na r. es o f  t . ' , e  a 1 1 a  n t  e i n

t h e  f r e s h  p a n e l .

5 .  K r .  h . K .  J ^ l n ,  t h i  !• . i, ; , . ; , i , , -  i ; ; - :

h a s  d r a w n  o u r  a t t e n t i o n  t o  th<- e . ; :  l l - ;  • , : •

r e q u i r i n g  t h e  r e s p o n d e n t s  t o  s t f i r  vr.r- .̂- . ■ ■ i - - . -  .• , :
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>Ont« *lT* »VfiX«''t>i4» ftgtljiit vrtiloh th^ , in
if . .. (■
ih«lr  •uoo**«|^ 4iui/l?0 «(i^^Haa<>d4to4*‘ ’ l«ftrr»d

I
jf

o6unji»l for tix9 r«epon<l«nt» conc«dt« that vucanclts do exist,
[

Aft additional afXidavit h*» »loa be«n filed statlag th&t thart 

ar« in exlsttnc* V+ vacant post* at preaerrt. After taking 

into account all the relevant clrcumstancea Jn the case including 

the considerable delay diepoelng of the claim of the appellants, 

V0 direct tho Railvay autiiorltiea to treat the appellants es

0  claiaed by them, and then oonalder than along vlth the other 

applicante, if any, belonging to the ear.e category bo the 

appellants and having similar preferential cl?;in:, and pcsr 

appropriat® orders of appolntoent to the exiEllnf vecancice 

e^qjeditiously preferably wilnin tvo c.onths fri todty. The 

appyals are accordingly allowed but in the circUi-: stance e 

without costs.

( L--1 i 1 Kohr r i .t.a )

New -Delhi ,
Ff bruary ^U , 1992

(J. S, Wermi.)
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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINI3TRATIUE TRIBU.MAL, ALLAHABAD 

CIRCUIT BENCH, LUCKNOU

W.P. No. of 1992

In Rel

O.A. No. 146 of 1990

Rajendra Kuroar Shukla & others . . . . . . . .  Applicants

Versus

Union of India & others .................... . Respondents

\6_V The applicants most respectfully submit as

>t-.

under S-

1, That the above original application was filed 

by Rajendra Kuroar Shukla and 6 others. Due 

to inadvertant mistake the name of one appli­

cant Zafer Ahraad, son of Sri Zaubar Husain, 

could not be incorporated in the array of 

applicants though he had signed the vakalatnama.

I

2. That the mistake is inadvertant and as such 

the name of Zafer Ahmad,may be incorporated 

as applicant No.7,

yHEREFORE it is roost respectfully prayed that 

the name of Safer Ahmad, aged about 28 years, son 

of Sri Zaubar Husain, resident of 255/9 Kundari 

Rakabganj, Lucknow, may be incorporated as applicant



-2-

No,7 in the above original application No.146 of 

1990o

Uerification

I, Rajendra Kumar Shukla, aged years, 

son of Sri Shyam Sunder, resident of 31/3 Purani 

Labour Colony, Aishbag, Lucknoy, do hereby verify 

that the contents of paras 1 4  2 above are true to 

my personal knowledge and that I have not suppressed 

any material fact.

Date S 21/12/1992 

Place. Lucknou.

(o

Applicant.
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. < ' ' ■ f  c s : E. trieu;al;'

" f
/  C.A.f-c.116 of I960

Akhilesh SinyVi ...........................................Applicant.

'' . Versus

I'
Onion of Inoia & another .....................Responnats.

I'
'' Hon 'ble  Mr.Justice U .C ,Srivastava, V .C .

II

^  Ho n 'ble  Mr.K .Obavva. A.M . ______________

I, ( BY Hon'ble i<r .Just ice U . -.5rivest ava,V ,C)

('
i, The learned counsel .for the respondeits

|r ,, Shri Anil Srivastava states that after the ’̂udoT.ent
I-
!■ in ‘Shamender Kuiner NioaTi & others Vs. Ur.ion of India

'' & OIHSRS' (Civil A-pesl Ko.865 of 1952 arising out oft-
S .L . i .  Nos .12979-80/91 ) dat.ed 1 4 .2 .9 2 , the position

[ I

f

I. haschanged and the applicant also became entitled for
|l

appointment. The Hon'ble SupreTie Court hes rrade

4  the follovring observations that;

“Aft-er taking into account all the 
i, relevant circumstances in the case

'' Incliading the considerable delay
f'
i disposing of the claln of the

appellants, ve direct the Railway

authorities to treat the appellants 

I as claimed by i ram, and then consider

■' them along v;ith the other ^p lica n ts ,
ii
I if ar.y, belonoing tc-tie sane category

I as the e. ere h?- e «irilfcr
'' preferential cl&im, an5 pass aprqpriate
p orders of appointment to the existing

■ vacancies expedltiouiSly preferably within
two months from today. The peals

I- ^
,, are accordingly allowed but In the  circunstanc

' without costs."

N
[l

2 .  The learned counsel for the respondmts

,1 further states that certain persons have been appointe

[I

’’ and the ^p lic a n t  will also get an appointment as

and when vacancy arises. In order to renove any



k

also be given a  pointment as and when vacancy ^

arises in. accorcance v.:ith the seniority and the fact 

that the applicant has become over age and that 

the applicant has not been «  party to any applicatior. 

earlier, Jo'ot stand in his -way. With these

observations, application stands disposed of

fin a lly . In caSe'^any vacancy exists, the applicant 

w ill be given appoHrtment against the existing 

vacancy. No o rdep ^s  to co sts ./

SCiy' ; ' ' '
."'EMBER (A)

DATEP» JUi:iri4.1992_________

(ug)

<>

1

:iN'ow.

VICE CHAIRMW.

r
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Before
1.1 tJie Coun ('!

4  N o  iL fG c j
-^X fa/cio Claimani 

Deferdant AppsUant

Versus

Defendant 
■pUi

ai ^-^dbc

Appa
Petitioner

Respond-Jiit

i. ̂ T}'J... . y "r? /r-̂ c<sJr̂The President of India do hereby appoint and authorise Shri. / ^ O l < . ,  .v )? Y ^ ^ /.‘̂ ?: ><??,. .........

. .  .CV/>A'. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

to appear, act, apply, plead in and prosecute the above described suit/appeal/proceedings on behalf o f the Union 
of India to file and take back documents, to accept processes o f  the Court, to appoint and instruct 
Counsel, Advocate or Pleader, to withdraw and deposit moneys and generally to represent the Union o f India in 
the above described suit/appeal/proceedings and to do all things incidental to such appearing, acting, ^N^nlying 
Pleading and prosecuting for the Union o f India SUBJECT NEVERTHELESS to the condition tliat unless A p^j| 
authority in that behalf has previously been obtained from the appropriate OfPcer o f the Government of India, 
said Counsel/Advocatc/Pleader or any Council, Advocate or Pleader appointed by him shall no'- withd^,,/  ̂
withdraw from or abandon wholly or partly the suit'appeal, claim/defence/proceedings against all or 
defendants/respondents/appellant/plaintiff/opposite parties or enter into any agreement, settlement, or Compromii 
where by the suit/appeal/proceeding is/are wholly or partly adjusted or refer all or ary matter or matters arising
01 in dispute therein to arbitration PROVIDED THAT in exceptional circumstances when there is not sufficijmXime 
to consult suchappropriate Officer o f  the Government o f  India and an omission to settle or compromise would be 
definitely prejudicial to the interest ol the Government o f  India and said Pleader* Advocate o f  Counsel may enter 
into any agreement, settlement or compromise whereby the suit/appeal/proceeding is/are wholly or partly adjust 
and in every such case the said Counsel/Advocate/Pleader shall record and communicate forthwith to the said officer 
the special reasons for entering into the agreement, settlement or compromise.

Tĥ ? President hereby agrees to ratify all acts done b> the aforesaid Shri

in pursuance o f  this authority.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF these presents are duly executed for and on behalf o f  the President of 
Indian this t h e . . .  ..................................... .................................................................... ..................................19

Dated.................... /..................................198

N.R.PJR.Rd. fPb. Bg. -1989-4,000 F.

/ w

ly
Desdgnation of the Executire Officer

■■. ■ -rv';

■ I i...-I


