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0.A.No.183/90

9/7/93 .K.Singh, A.M.
Learned Counsal for the respondents 
is present. None for the applicant, 
C.^. h^s oeen filed in this case. 
R.A.,if any, may oe filed within 
2 weeks. Put up this on 30/3/93 
for hearing/disposal.
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O.A. 183/90
29.6.2000

HON. MR. D.C.VERMA, MEMBER(J)
HON. MR. A.K. MISRA/ MEMBER(A)

None for applicant.
Shri Dharmendra Dixit B.H. for Shri A.K. Chaturvedi for 
respondents.

M.P. 1429/2000 has been filed to the effect that 
applicant No. 1 Chinna and the applicant No. 2 Ram 
Bharosey have died. Time of 15 days has been sought for 
moving the Amendment Application. The M.P. is allowed. 
15 days time is granted.

List for orders on 3.8.2000

VMEMBER(A)
Shakeel/

MEMBER(J )
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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, LUCKNOW BENCH
LUCKNOW

O.A. No. 183 /90  

Lucknow this the day of August, 2000.
HON. MR. D.C.VERMA, MEMBER(J)
HON. MR. A.K. MISRA, MEMBER(A)

1. Chinna aged about 31 years son of Shri Hansa,
village Tirwa, Post Kachhona, District Hardoisince dead)
2. Ram Bharosey, aged about 40 years son of Sri
Salik Ram, village Purwa, Post Barwa District Hardoi.

(Since dead)3. Ram Prasad aged about 36 years, son of Shri
Tikai, Village Tirwa, Post Baghauli, District Hardoi.
4. Ram Bhajan aged about 33 years son of Sri
Gayadin, Village Khuddi, Post Pachkhora, Distt. 
Hardoi.
5. Rais Ahmad aged about 31 years son of Sri
Nanhey, village & Post Khajurahara, District Hardoi.
6. Subedar aged about 32 years son of Sri Gokul
Village Tirwa, Post Bhagauli, District Hardoi.
7. Munna aged about 27 years son of Sri Bacchu,
Village Gadanpur, Post Baghauli, District Hardoi.
8. Mahadeo aged about 32 years son of Sri Behari,
village Paharpur, Post Baghauli, Distt. Hardoi.
9. Ram Chandra aged about 37 years son of Sri
Champa, village Paharpur, Post Baghauli, Distt. 
Hardoi.
10. Bodh Lai aged about 36 years sonof Sri
Lachhaman, village Tirwa Post Baghauli, District 
Hardoi.
11.Laltoo aged about 38 years son of Sri Har Sahaya, 
village Paharpur, Post baghauli, Distt. Hardoi.
12. Chhotey Lai aged about 33 years son of Sri
Mohkam, village Khatore, Post Tondali, Distt. Hardoi.

Applicants.
None for applicant.

versus
1. Union of India through General Manager,
Northern Railway Hqrs., Baroda House, New Delhi.



2. Divisional Rail Manager, Northern Railway, 
Moradabad.
3. Assistant Engineer, Northern Railway, Hardoi.
4. Inspector of Works, Northern Railway, Hardoi.
5. Assistant Engineer, Northern Railway, Sitapur.
6. Gajraj son of Rambha Village Dheer Maholia,
Post and District Hardoi.
7. Ram Lai son of Bholai, Village Hindukhera, Post 
Kachhona, District Hardoi.
8. Sia Ram son of Fattey, village Benipurwa Post 
and Distt. Hardoi.
9. Kashi Ram son of Jhunni, village Tirwa, Post
Baghauli, District Hardoi.
10. Chinna son of Bhikhha, Posted as Khalasi under 
Inspector of Works Balamau, Ditt. Hardoi.
11. Sripal son of Balwant Villae Gauripur, Post
Lonar Distt. Hardoi.
12. Prahlad son of Gajodhar, Posted as Khalasi 
under Inspector of works, N. Rly. Shahjahanpur.
13. Chandrika, son of Ram Prasad Posted as Khalasi 
under Permanent Way Inspector, N. Rly. Shahjahanpur.
14. Shamsher son of Bachha, posted as Khallasi, 
Under Inspector of Works, N- Rly. Hardoi.
15. Narain son of Badlu, resident of Banipurwa,
post and District Hardoi.

Respondents.
By Advocate Shri A. Trivedi, B.H. for Shri A.K.
Chaturvedi.

O R D E R  
BY D.C-.VERMA, MEMBER(J)

12 cipplicants of this O.A. have prayed for 
eng^ment/regularisation as Khalas.ijMasion etc. and 
have also prayed for being placed at proper place in 
the seniority list.
2. The brief facts of the case are that thebeen
applicants claim to have/engaged  as casual labour by

-2-



Inspector of Works(in short I.O.W.) Hardoi for 
various periods mentioned in para 4.1 of the O.A All 
the applicants claim to have worked in different 
periods between the year 1971 and 1986 in broken 
periods. Earlier the applicants filed O.A. No. 
1109/87 for inclusion of their names in the live 

N  register. The said O.A. was decided vide order dated
25.11.88. Now, the present O.A. has been filed for 
the relief mentioned/^the earlier paragraph.

3. The respondents' case is that the applicant's
names were included inthe Live Casual Labour register
maintained in the office of Assistant Engineer Hardoi
as they were to be engaged subject to availability of
vacancy. The working period of different applicants
have been given by the respondents in their reply

rwhich differs from the working period mentiKoned 
bythe applicant inthe O.A. Considering the working 
period available in the records of the respondents, 
the applicant^ names have been kept at the proper 
place in the seniority list. The respondents' case 
further is that the seniority of casual labourers 
working under one A.E.N. zone cannot be compared with 
the seniority of the casual labourers maintained by 
the A.E.N. of the other Division.
4. Vide M.P. No. 1429/2000 it was submitted on 
behalf of applicants that applicant Nos. 1 and 2 have 
died. This M.P. was moved on 28.6.2000 for time 
tomove substitution application. No substitution 
application was moved. Case in respect of applicant 
No7. 1 and 2 therefore abates.
5. In the absence of learned counsel for the 
applicant, we have gone through the pleadings on 
record and have heard the learned counsel for the 
respondents at great length. From the records we find 
that the applicants have not filed any document in 
support of their claim of working period. The

-3-



respondents have, however, admitted the working but
not the working period. Para 4 of the objection filed
by respondents is as below:

"It is stated that the names of the applicants 
have been entered inthe Live Register of casual 
labours maintained in the office of Assistant 
Engineer, Hardoi and engagements on regular 
basis will be provided to the applicants 
strictly in accordance with their seniority as 
maintained inthe Live Register indicated above 
subject to availability of the regular

-4-

5. As the applicants have failed to produc^any
document to establish that they have worked for the 
period claimed bythem, the applicant's claim cannot 
be accepted. The period of working of applicants 
given by the respondents is as per the records of the 
Department and the same is to be accepted. The 
placings of the applicants in the seniority list is 
as per the working period maintained bythe
respondents and so it cannot be changed.

6. As per applicants' claim, some persons junior
to the applicants have been regularised and engaged. 
Their names have been given in the O.A but it shows 
that the alleged juniors have been working under 
different lOWs or PWIs, consequently, the seniority 
of casual labourers of different lOWs cannot be

^  compared.
7. The respondents have emphatically denied that 
the private respondents fromserial Nos. 6 to 15 were 
given any engagement on regular basis under lOW 
Hardoi or Assistant Engineer Hardoi.
8. I.O.W. Shahjahanpur is under the Assistant 
Engineer Shahjahanpur where a different Live Casual 
labour register is maintained. As per availability of

the vacancy and as per list maintained by A.E.N.

Shahjahanpur, casual labourers are engaged and



♦

f»
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regularised. The P.W.I. Balamau and lOW Balamau, 
according tothe respondents^ fall under the Assistant 
Engineer Sitapur.
9. In respect of G^-rraj and Ramlal respondents No. 
6 and 7 respectively, they are Masion and none of the 
applicants are trained as Masion. Consequently, none 
of the applicants can claim for engagement as 
Masion.Further, the working period of Shamsher the 
respondent No. 14, according to the respondents, is 
107 6 and not 115 and consequently, Shamsher is not 
junior to the applicants.
10. In view of the discussions made above, the 
claim of the applicants for seniority is not made 
out. It is also not established that the respondetns 
have not followed seniority list. Consequently, the
O.A. is liable to be dismissed and is dismissed. 
Costs easy.

A

MEMBER(A) MEMBER(J)
Lucknow; Dated: 
Shakeel/
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i:; Ti;£ c : : i t ::.l -j,:i:!isT.^Ani£ t i i i u : ;al , L ucia-jou 3 ; : jch,

Lu:taiGU.

(prv \ iS 'l ‘7 '^ C ’)

l .D i in n a ,  aged about 31 yaars, son of Sri Hansa,

Uilla.]8 Tirua, Post Kachhona, Oistt ,  HA-^OOI#

2,.?am [Jiarosey, aged about 40 yaars son of Sri Salik Ham, 

Village Purua, Post 3arua Sursand Distt .  HA^DOI,

3 , Ram Prasad agod about 36 yaars, son of Sri Tikai,  

Village, Tirua, Post Oaghauli, Distt.HA.lDQI,

4 ,  Rem S'lajan aged about 33 years son of Sri Gayadin, 

Village Khuddi, Post Pachkohra, Distt* HARDOI,

5 ,  Rgis Aamad agad about 31 yaars, son of Sri Nanhay, 

Village & Post Khajurahara, Distt .  HARDOI.

5 ,  Subedar, aged about 32 yaars, son of Sri Gokul,

Villa :Q  Tirua, Post Baghauli, Distt . HARDOI,

7 ,  Runna aged about 27 years son of Sri Bacchu,

Village Gedanpur, r^st 3ag*"iauli, Distt .  HaTDOI.

 ̂ 8 .  Fiahadao aged about 32 years son of Sri 3ehari,

Villf?33 Paharpur, Post 3aghauli, Distt.  HaRDOI.

9 ,  Chsndra agod about 37 years, son of Sri Cha-Tipa, 

Villana Pphrrpur, Post gagheuli,  Distt.  HARDOI.

10.jodh i-al agsd about 36 years, son of Sri Lachhanan, 

Village Tirua, Post 3aghauli,  Distt.  HA-OOI,

../2.
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11. Lrltno 3Q2d about 38 yoars son oP 3ri Har S ^ a y a ,  

'iillaja ?ahar3jr, Post Baghauli, Distb,

12,  Chhotay Lai agad about 33 yaars son of Sri Rohkara, 

Jiliaga Khatora, Post Tondali,  Distb.

• •  . .A pplicants .

U£.13’JS,

-2-

1.  Union of India, through ^anaral t''anagor, 

fJortharn .^ailuay Hfjrs., Saroda iiousa, !IZU D ELHI.

2 .  Divisional Aail ‘enagar, .‘br them  Railway, 

H00.1ADA3A0.

3 .  .Assistant Enginaer, "ortharn lailuay, H.^.IDOI,

4 .  Inspector of Uorks, I'lortharn .lailuay, HA-^DOI.

5 .  Assistant Enginaar, ’br tharn .'Jailuay, SITAPiJ.1.

5 .  Gajraj son of .^ai^bha Uillagj Dhaer Haholia, Post

and District Hardoi.

7 .  Ram Lai son of 3holai,  Village Hindukhara, Post 

Kachhona, D istt .  H.a^DOI.

8 ,  Sia .-{a-i son of Fattey, l/illage 3anipir \ga Post 

& Distt,  HA.^DQI,

9e Kashi .Ian son of Dhunni, Uillaga Tirua, ^os t

Baghauli, D ist b .  Hardoi,

iQ.Diinnna son of Siikhha, Posted as Khallasi,

Undsr Inspector of Jar ks, 3alamau, Jis tt .  HA D C I .

l l .S r ip a l  son of 3aluant Jillags Gauripur, Post

Lonar, Distt .  HAIDOI.

<T
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12,  Prahlad son of Gajodh?-, . ĉs bo J as IGiallasx,

UnJar Inspaccor of Jorks, i!,.Uyi Siahjahanpur,
I

13 ,  Ciiandrika, son of .fern Prasad Posbsd as Khallasi,  

under Pornansnt 'Jay Inspsctor, . ^ y .  SH.iHZIEHA.IPU.?,

14 ,  ^amsharson of 3echha, Posuad as Khallasi,  Under 

Inspscuor of librks il,.'^ly* riardoi*

13,  iterain son of Badlu, rssidsnt of jjnipurua, Post 

and District  HA.^DUI,

• • ♦, rfespondents,

d e t ai l s  CP ap p l i cAri:::

1 ,  Particulars of Crdar against uhich application is nade,

-3-

The application  is  ;uad3 against  follouing  o r d e r :

( i )  Ordor lio. —  V.IL,

( i i )  Datsd —  l!IL,

( i i i ) P a s s s d  by —  J I L ,

Since no sp a c i f ic  ordor has bQ3n passed 

4. it is not possiblo to giua  details  cf any order .

On 2 5 , l l , B b  this lian'blo Tribunal  in 

a c la in  petition  D ,A ,  l.o, 1109-87 (L) f i l e d  by 

^ applicants  passed an ordar :h at to tfcer be f i r s t

raised bofora .‘feiluay .".dninis tration  and uiien i t  

fa i l s  to sat is fy  applicants  seprata claini nay be 

f i l e d .

Since .^ailuey Adnilnistratioo has failod 

to grant any r o l i a f ,  not e\/9n reply of roprQsentrti 'jn ,



\

>
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prasanb claim patition is f ilod  jn ths basis  of ordsr 

dt.  2 5 ,1 1 . 8 8  passed jy this .ion’ bla Tribunal in O.f,.

;io. 1109-87 (L) attached as Annexure A“ 1 in compilation 

iio, 1 .

2 .Jurisdiction  of The Tribunal*

Tfe applicants declare that the subject matter 

against uhich ha uishes redressal is  uithin 

the jurisdiction  of this Hon’ ble Tribunal,

3 ,  Limitation:

The applicants further declare that the 

application is uithin limitation prescribed 

in  Sec, 21 of tha Administrative Tribunal ’s 

Act, 1985,

Cause of action for present claim 

arose on 2 5 , 1 1 , 8 8 ,  the date of passing of 

order by this Hon* bio Tribunal in 0,  A»H39-87 (L)

^  and uhan rapracentations moved by applicants have

no t b aen d aci ded then aftar exhaustirg period 

as man-cioned in Sac, 2 1 (b) of CThe Administr ati/e 

Tribunal ’ s Act, 1985, tiiis claim petition is 

preferred,

4 .  F/^CTS CF Thi£ CASE,

4 , 1 ,  ThsL apjlicanfcs uere engaged as Casual Labours 

by Insoactor of Iteks,  (hereinafter refarrad 

as (lO'J) î.-'Jly, Hardoi and p ^ t  in long period



faithful  ©mployment in broken periods under

I

respondents iIq . 3 and 4 from tins to time

I
as indicated belou.

-5-

Mame of Petitioner Period of uork Total

1 . Chinna 2 3 . 1 2 , 7 1 to 3 1 . 9 . 8 6 261

2 . Hara Bharosey 2 3 . 1 . 7 3 to 3 1 . 1 . 3 3 583

3 . Rain Prasad 1 4 . 4 . 7 8 to 3 1 . 1 . 8 4 415

4 . 3hajan 3 . 1 . 7 2 to 1 4 .1 2 .8 5 483

5 . Rais #imad 1 5 . 8 . 7 8 to 1 4 . 1 2 . 8 4 714

6 . Subedar 1 6 . 1 2 . 7 6 i to 1 4 . 1 . 8 3 399

7. Runna 1 3 . 1 2 . 7 2 to 1 4 . 3 , 8 3 677

8 . Rahadeo 6 .1 2 . 7 2 to 1 4 . 1 2 . 8 4 570

9. Han Chandra 6 . 9 . 7 2 to 3 0 .4 , 7 9 377

10. Bodh Lai 4 . 1 2 . 7 3 to 1 4 . 2 . 6 4 863

n . Laitoo 6 .1 2 . 7 2 to 1 4 . 1 2 . 8 4 570

12. Chhotey Lai 2 5 . 9 . 7 S to 1 4 . 2 . 8 4 467

4 ,3e  That in vieu of mandatory [x ovisions

contained in para 2512 ( i ) of RaLluay 

cstab^-ish r$ nt Manual applicants are 

'v entitled  to be considered and engaged

for regular employnBnt in accordanca 

uith order of thair names as entered 

in register cotnnonly knou as "Life  

R e g is t e r . "

4 , ^  That since applicants were under impression



that bhsir namss hav/a not bean included in 

LiPe .’vayister, they on 2 , 1 2 , 3 7  filed a claim 

petition IJq , 1109 o f  87 bafore this Hon’ bla 

, Tribunal praying for follouing reliefs:-

(i) a daclaration, direction or order in 

favour dr applicpntsin natura of Randamus/ 

Cornmand tnat applicant are entitL ed for 

inclusion of thoL r namss in the l is t  which 

should prepared by respondents within a time 

to bs fixad by Hon’ ble Tribunal, and are 

Further entitled to be engaged as Casual 

Labours in accordance with their seniority,
►

for which respondents be ordered to comply.

( i i )  Ods ts of the clai n patitionand such other 

reliefs  as may be deeraed f i t  and pnper in 

::he circumstances cF the case ,  be also 

granted to applicants.

^ 4 . 5 ,  That in para 5 . 1  of aforesaid claim petition ,

applicants gave details cf their uorking days 

(as given in para 4 ,1  of this claim petition)

A to which Rly, Administrction in para 3 of its

counter affidavit  replied as under S-

”3 ,H iat  in regard to the allegations 

made paragraph 5 .  1 of the application 

i t  is  stated that the applicants wars 

engaged to discharga their duties

-6-
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of ,;halasi neroly es casual labourers

on daily uags basis*

In this uay the uorkingdays  as indicated 

in para 6 , 1  of claim pa tition i'-b, 1109-07 (L)

(also indicated in para 4 ,1  of this c laim )  uare 

not denied by Rly. Ad minis trat ion,

4 ,5 *  That uith regard to allegation of applicants 

in G . a * Îo « 1109-87 (L) that their names 

have not bean entered in ‘*Life Register’* 

the .'Uy. Administration submitted foliouing 

raply ^n para 5 , 7  and 8 of its  Counter 

Affidavit which are reproduced balou *

5 ,  That in regard to the allegations 

rads in paragraphs 6 , 3 ,  6 , 4 , ,  6*5 and 6 ,5  

of the application it  is stated that the 

names of all the twelve applicants have 

been enterod in  the live rsgis ter and in

A

the seniority l istfor  future engagemsnts,

7 ,  Thatthe allegations made in  paragraph 

> 6*8  of tna  ePplication  are absolutely  incorrect

and are emphatically denied* It is further 

stated that the names of a l l  these applicants 

are continuing in the above docutrsnts right 

from the year 1385,

,./8,

-7-
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8 ,  That th3 aliagations rrsds in paragraph 

6*9 of the ap.::licstion ara absolutely 

incorr-jdt and era emphatically denied.

It is further stated that the applicants 

usre uork-sidd casual labourers and they 

uill be considered for empl Dyns nt on the 

uork-side, if any requirsnant arises .

4.T5. That during the course of final hearing of

claim petition O.Tc Uq . 1109 of 1987 (L) the 

."^ailuay Administration produced tte “Seniority 

List of Ca5;ual Labours of lO'J Hardoi as in 

August 1 985 "L ife  .legister'* uhich uas permitted 

by the Hon'bla Tribunal to be perused by 

applicants through their counsel,

4 . 8 ,  That on perusal of aforesaid '*List/Lifa Register 

in riDn’ ble court on 2 4 , 1 1 . 8 8  for IJi e f irst  time 

came to know about their position /Serial  nuraber 

in  the l ist  and it  uas only on this date 

2 4 . 1 1 . 8 8 )  applicants realised that several 

psrsons junior th?n applicants Respondent

rios. 5 to 15)  t^ve already been engaged to 

tha excution, discrimination of applicants 

and uitiiout giving cny chance to apTlicsnts 

for engagetnent for uhich the uera antitlod.

4 . 9 .  Th^t :ha Hon* ole Tribunal in its judn^ment

../3.

- 8 -
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dt. 2 5 .11 ,uo  ordar 1 i that since of

aPTlicrPtF; rind plac3 In Liua -^sQistar/List, 

the petition has becorB infractious ,  Sofar 

on tl'B ruastion of s eniority/diEcriniinabion 

in sngagBrT^ nt etc .  uas concerned ilon’ ble 

Tribunal abssruad tnpt such question has 

f irst  to be raised before .lailuay Adminis­

tration and u:hen Rly.Adn nistrption fpcts 

st to satisfy the apolicpnts, they may 

approach to the Tribunal f or proper rglief  

by f i l ing  seprafce claim ,3 t it ion ,

.1 True copy of ;;on‘ ble Tribunal's  

3udgB[n3nt Dt. 2 5 . 1 1 , 0 3  In .’!o,llC9-87

(L) is attached as /^nnexure A-1 Conpilation 

:b. 1.

4,10. That after pronouncement judgenent Ot. 

2 5 . 1 1 , 8 8  the applicancc in  pereuance of 

the orders of Hon '^lg  Tribunal mov/ed a 

detailed representstion Dt. 2 0 . 1 . 8 9  to 

Respondents No. 2 , 3  and 4 under t^egd.

Postal ,'^ceipt Jos. 825 ,  826 and 824 .

True ?nctc copy of Said represen­

tation j t .2 D .  1 .8 3  along uith concerned 

Regd. Postal Receipt is attached hereuith 

as .'Jinexure n-2 compilation i.o.2.

-9-
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4 . 1 1 ,  That ufian nobhing uas done, the  applicants 

tsnderod a notice on 2 0 / 2 2 , 5 , 8 9  to concernad 

Jfespondants throughthair counsel undsr 

.■Jagistarsd Postal ('^csxpt ^los, 714 ,715

and 716 ,

True photocopy of above referred 

notice Dt, 2 0 / 2 2 , 5 , 8 9  is attached as 

,;nnexur3 V 3 .

4 . 1 2 ,  T;-e  t apart fron ths r eprasentation and 

notice rentionQd abov/e (Anx. A2 and A3) 

cp plicants hava basn making contant 

approaches end efforts but so far Respondents 

ha ue tendered no reply t o the applicants 

representation and hnve taken no action to 

their knouledge.

4 . 1 3 ,  Thr-t from perusal of facts stated in

representation 3t ,  2 0 , 1 , 8 9  uhich are

based on relavpnt entries in liv/d Register/

perused

List as uas got/(but  not aj pplie ! to 

applicants} in Hon'ble Tribunal on 2 4 , 1 1 , 8 8  

from the docupsnts produced by Rly,

".dm nistration it is  cloar that applicants 

uho are senior in all respects as compared 

to respective respondents have been totally

ignored in engagement.

. . / I I ,
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llama of Potitioner
not 3n:]3:2d sofar

31,.'!o, in List
and pag3 -c, of 
H u e  rar.isbcir

;iaBB QP ^unior uho 5L . : 'o .o f  
have b93n engaged List and

uith Page L'o. 
in Lsaua 

.leqistBr

1. Chinna

2 ,  .̂ atn Bharosay

kiu
^ 3,  î aiD Prosad

4, .' âm 3hajan

5 • i^ai s Pn raad

6 , Subedar

riunna

113 :iarain 133 /79 .

PcsteJ und^r 1 0 j Shahjehanpur

72/113  Krshi Rgn 73 /53
Postad Undor PUl 3alamau

98
81/104  Prahlad

Posted Under lOU Shahjehanpur

8O/94 Sripal 83

Posted undar IC'J Shahjehanpur

6 3 /l lO A  aajraj
Posted Und3r IC'J Hardoi 66/36

99/125  Siyararn gfaicFjtsj 70/533

Posted ihder IGU

Sliahjahanpur

76/63  Ciinta 7 9 /2 3
Sstad under ICU Salamau

u, Hahadeo

9 , 3odh Lai

10, . âm Chandra

11 , Laltu

12. Chhotey Lai

4 .1 « .

4 .15,

74/66

65/16 , ;  .lam Lai
Posted Under lOU Hardoi,

67 /112  A

97.; Chandrika 102/2  2
Post3 d under PJI ^riijehanpur

103/55,"

93/22  A Shamsheer 115 /lB

Post3d Undar lOU Hardoi

That before en^aging juniors than appliopnts,

no notice of offsr  of engagement uas ci'/sn

to bhs applicants.

Thpt i-is.ute of directions of this Hon’ ble 

Tribunal, the respondents have taken no 

care to ressolve the griuiences of

• '/1 2 *
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applicpnis, and ttiat is  uhy applicants 

h?v9 noi' bscn left  uith no option but 

to prsf3r tha prcsant claim,

4 , 1 5 ,  That since undar neu sdmioistrativs

arran'ism^nts the 3alamau-Sitapur-Oslamau- 

Unnao Branch line has baen brought under 

administrativ/3 Central of Respondent 

."Iq , 5 ,  he is i ’.pleadjd in the fresent 

claim, .^esponden'js 'lo. 6 to 15 are 

persons junior than applicants,  hence 

they have also bean impleaded as party as 

per directions of Han’ ble Tribunal 's  order 

dated 2 5 , 1 1 , 6 3  contained in Annexure A-1,

4 , 1 7 ,  Tnat in viau of the facts stabed aboue

the action of opposite parties is  

challanged on and amongst other the 

foliouing »-

^  5 ,  G.=?0L'fl3S FIO.̂  ?ZLICF yi TH LEG .IL PROyiSlONs

X) Because .lailuay being Industry and applicani 

being '*'Jorkr.B n*’ , i t  uas mandatory for 

Railway Administration to giv/e intimation 

to applicants under .Registered Post as 

par provisions of Rule 78 of  Industrial 

Dispute (Central^ Rules 1957.

B) Becsuss uithout giving an op.iortunity of 

considaring applicants for re-a iployrs ntj

- 1 2 -

. . / 1 3 .
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.tegulorisation juniors than tham could

not haua bean sngagad.

c) 39CSUS0 re-ernplDyro nt by uay of Engaganiant

could pnd ought t o hsua b3sn done strictly

in accordanca with saniority and not

ot hs rui se.

D) Because by engsging juniors and ignoring

applicants violates Art. 14 end Cbnstitution

of India.

E) Becsusa action of opp. parties is highly 

arbitrary, unfair and unjust.

6 ,  Details of .Ismedies exhausted.

Tha aP'jlic-’nts declare that they have

availed all tha remadies available to them

undar .'lules/ as orderad by this Hon'ble

Tribunal on 2 5 . 1 1 , 8 8 .

True copies of  reprasentations have been

attached as .".nnexures A~2 and A-3.

;;o reply of any representation/ notice 

has bean given by Respondents,

7 .  Hatters not previously f iled  or pending uith any other 

cour t .

The ap:ilicsnts f ur th ar declare that  they have 

nob f i led  previously any application, urit

petition  or suit regarding tha mottjr in
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respGct oF yiich tfis  application has boen 

made 'except 0. A. :!d.1109-87 (L) order of 

uhich attached as i^nx. Al) ,  before any 

court of lau or any other authority or 

any othar Sench of the Tribunal and nor 

any such application urit petition or 

suit is pending bafore any court of lau.

-^sliefs sought.

In uieu of the facts raentioned in para 4 

abowe the applicants pray for tte follouing 

reliefeJ-

(i) a declaration, direction or order in 

the nature of ..andamus be issued in 

favour of applicants commanding the 

respondents to engage/regularise 

the applicants on appropriate post

of Khallasi, Hasan etc. and place 

them at proper place in seniority  , 

l is t  by summoning the seme from 

Respondents 1 to 4 and to a llou  them 

all back usges and other usual monitary 

and other service banifits from an 

appropriate date as may be deemed f it  

and proper by Hon'ble court.

^  . . / 1 5 .
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( i i )  Oasts of claim petition and such other 

reliefs  as nny be desned f i t  and proper 

in the Circumstances of the case be 

also alloued to the applicants as 

against the respondents.

9 • Intsri:n Order if any prayed for.

!]IL.

10.  Application is  presented through Counsel.

Sri Abhaya Kumar Dixit ,

Advocate,

509/28-Ka, Old Hyderabad,

Luckno u.

11 ,  Particulars of Sank Oraft/Postal Order in Respect 

of  Application fee.

-15-

1 .  Name of Bank on which draun

2 .  Oemand Draft ^o.

or

3. Ito. of Indian Postal order S  C7^ ^

of lesuinn  Post Df f i c e .  avV"4. Name of Issuing Post Office .

5 ,  Post Office at uhich payable.

12 .  List of ^ocuFTients

l.De-r.and Draft /  

Postal Order

2,  Index of Co-npilation i’o . l  

and Uakalatnama.

3 .  Compilation ilo,2. 

CN
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LucknouS 

Datad .^ 'b  May, 1990

LI

Signature of Applicants, 

(Oiinna & 11 othars)

67! if

c,7»

t7i -7^/nu^-v̂

L*/1

Verification

A

'Ja, Chinna, Ram OharoGey, Ram Prasad, Rat̂  Bhajan 

Rais A.imad, Subedar, Munna, Plahadeo, B®dh Lai ,  Ram Oiandra, 

Laltoo and Chhotay Lai uhose addresses have been given in 

this claim patition do hereby verify that the contents of 

paras 1 to 4 ,6  and 7 are tru3 to eur personal knoulege 

and contants of paras 5 , 8  to 12 are believed to be true 

on legal advise and that ue have not supressed any material

fa c ts . 

Lucknou:

/f Jlay,l9 90 /

(J l  M  '

Signature of Applicants,

I ~y) f̂ vvvs,«X.

To,

LI'

The .^gistrar ,
Central Administrative Tribunal, 

Lucknou Oanch LUCKMOU,



In T'-.J :3ntrnl "-'I'.nistreiiv/: Tribuncl, Luc-ncu lanch,

Luc-'.no u.

SOo. I <1̂

O  t\- îo. \ % 3 (l)

:hinna u ofchs..

.ore us,

Lni 'n  of India i othorn. .

. ,  "pilicpnt s.

. .  .'^osTond^n ts.

a p p l ic ’ tic;; u:id£a .ule  4 (5) c f  th£ z u n i M

^^;:l '.IST.'^.^Tl'JZ ni3UnAl-fP.^CC£DLI.l£) ?ULES 1987

)V)
Fc I p:^' .I33Io:i tc 3 0 1 :! ^.PPLicATvlfsi;ai%: : l a ih

P E T l T I u . ' i . _____________

fby i t  .^Is^se Y^ur Hcnnur,

It is subrnittod biiat all tha applicants iliho are 12 

in numbar had earlier  filed a joint  claim O .A ,  ’Iq,1109-87 

"l3 3ld 3d on 2 5 . 1 1 . 8 0 ,  In that claim applicants uara order to 

profar rQprenentatii^n uhich t^isy jointly pr 9 for red. All ths 

?pplic8ntR hauT thus jot a cormon causa of action, on 

i'Jonticsl fact'', and identical nature of rolisf Is p.'^yBd 

on comon grounds*

It is th rjfore :,icst respectfully prayed that all 

t'.io 12 apolicpnts bo permit bn ' to join  in one sat of cl^irn 

petition as dono ^nrlier  in C,!\. Ho. 1109-87,

Hay, 130C

CGU:J3ZL FO.^ APPLICA'.'T,

-  '
A ^ I X I T ,

A3yc:uE.

i
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Central ^(^nlnlattatlv* Tribunal, Ml*r<»>ad, 

Rewlatration O .A .N o . ilOV 6f 1 >b7 (L)

Chlnna and XX othera

DlvitlonaJ'Railway  Menagar 
end othara ,

• •

Hon. D .'s .M lsra  AM 
H o n ,O .S .S h a o n a .J M  •

V a .

At'Wl Icaiita

((•apoivloirt • .

(By Hon, 0.&^ haiiaa, j

Thla la a petition  u /a .1 9  o* the A4*lni»t tatlv* Tribunal*
(

Act XJll of 1985 . It  la alleged that the a^'i.lloanta h«d wo»K*d 1

«a cattual lobuurera for dltfereat period* frop 1B71 to i

198S In  the northern Railway under the li!»j>*rctoi ot MuiH*

Hardol in  ^ara ( ( 1 )  of  the petit and the #

i
notttd In  the caaual labour carda iiavMtd ti> V>««. Jv la ‘

allsgod that tha caaual labourer* who hava mH i . i i « v t h e  *

requisite period of contlnuoua worklny (or at»ui^)t t<'xt li> th«

regular railway aervica ara •n tltled  to get ihcii

included in  the live lliit/ieglater pi«*)«rie<3 tu» li t j^ui^ i**
i

t*j have a p rio r  clal»tof- job ov«r outaii'iaia. bcxum tr it *

eppllcenta wens not giv«n any vor1< nfier IVTV wfiile
* ^  V-* 4 4

vwre not given any work for irvcr 2-J y »«ia . rrir

tlona made by the a^iplicanta tor their c m  did n<ji

•bear  any tr u lt . They accordingly tiled l>.i» )<«\ Ion to» i he 

O.ly rellul that the apt<l leant* aie lut th« li^clu-

alon oi tt<;lr nan«fa in the ll»t to b* pie^.aied by tht it»- 

pondents w ithin  ^ e c l f l a d  tlae and th«y ai# further entltlwd 

to b«  engaged as caaual laboursra Ir. accordanca with thf^lr 

sen iority .

3 .  ib  the really f iled  on b*halt of tl»» ran,<i»»>aenta, *!•* 

allc-yatluns made In  paxa fcll) of the petition  «•> i » »-»i 

Bind It wa» stated that the a^pHt.am .a » * ie  iv

go tl.tA ' dutle* ot K h a le d a  meieiy • •  raawal l»i ■ •

dally  »«ge b a a ia . It  wa» tvrther vaiy r « » » s  If*

\\
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6 ot the reply th«t the ndnr, of all th« u

have been entered In  the Jive reql»t«r arwl In the ••nlo-

rlty llatvfor future engagement.

3 . In  their  rejoinder. It was stated by tf» ivpllranta 

that It  Is  not sufficient to say that n«nea o( the 

applicants hava been Included in the l is t . The neceosry  

d e ta ils , such as, number, data of Issue, giadatlon 
«

number of sij^pllcants a t e ,,  should have b r « n  disclosed 

'b y  the respondents, and without the necessary details
*

the ^ p l l c a n t s  arc not In  a (ipsltlo?! to their axsct

p o sit io n . It 'w a s  also stated that S p eiam a  «entloi«d  

In  para 6 of the rejoinder ara Junior to t>>e applicants 

Mho have not only been eogagad but have also bean

• regularised and the full Justice has not 

to  the applicants.

4 ,  The s^plicants had also summoned record frtis the * 

reapondnnts to show their positlc^n in ilte live l is t /  

register  and at the time of h e arli^ , much «r,j.);«ijs wss
I

Ih id  on behalf of the applicants that they should be 

given an opportunity to set \ip the case regarding their 

seniority as the re lie f  elalned in  this petition  is 

ooRipcsrhensive enough for entering into the Question ol 

sen iority . The record brought by the respctirt, ni * ui ilie 

reqwfst of the applicants woa pemiitted-to L« seen by 

the applicajita for their  io fc m a t io n . After a very 

oar«ful con*idt?ratlon of the a>ole aatter, *«s sie , h>j«»vei 

o f the viev  that the purpose of the applicanta has been 

served and after th eir  names were Included in the live 

r e g is te r /l is t , the petition  bec«ne jr.fructuous. The 

question of seniority cannot be gon« Into in this 

p a tlt lo n . For ralalng such question, the i^ipllcents h«va 

tiO give t»>e necessary detalla of the persons syelnst 

they claim seniority and they sre also to be 

Impleaded as parties  to the p etitio n . The r e llr f  r«(jsrd-
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Ina th* tutura •nvjagortcnt o< tfw: •cco«4ing to

t h «lr  BonJlorlty do«» not includo th« < « U e f . th« 

h«ve trie d  to urge before u s ,«a  cuO) <]ua«tion« iki* to Ue 

■ tixm t  rolo*d bufora th« callw«y •dainl«tr«tluti •nd witcu itiu

ndlw«r* ndmlnletratlon lall* to •«tUty th« thej

II

<n«y «i^proact) the Tribunal tot  Uv« ^ruv«r r « lt « (  by tiling v

/ ■ . ’ t
• Wĉ iarato i>«5titlon Oa>. Th« llv* r«eliK«r ll maintaineil only

Cor the ^urpo(>j^ of giving ai&̂ luyii<c:nt. tht ^riauix  cittetvd 

in  the register In tuture aoouiillag tv-< tl.#' kwntMjlty attown 

ln<^« eald reglatar’ and tM e^hoving b<jen nuw,

ranalnlt to b« adjudicated »o far a* tli* >>><’*«’"(• eaaa
I

la  concerned. Th« a^pliccjita coisnot b* allowed to> ioia« ll.e* 

que«rtlon of aenlorlty Id  thb prtltloit tu>| attei g jiiio g

their natica included in tht: (-cgloter, tht/ ««« iiuv
if o

to any other t a l la f .

i. The p etition  la dl*iJi-»«d of accutdln^ly witJu>nt

«ny order «a to coats.

KWBtiR IJ;

Dattidi 2Sth Mjv. 1988 
kU>

rt-Ka*.»t VA*

i

~v
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3- Since j/ou hava felled to cliapoi>e off tho said 

Top re 3 ont at Ion detod 20.1.89, now my cliaiita prcpose 

and IntQCjd to brln^ fresli cluimti fajji-lnat hallway 

Adminiatr&tiun bofora Uoa'bltj CAi‘ ua obaorved in its 

judgment dated 25#ll»3il*

by  way of abanacn CJ^ution tnls nntlco ( thuUbu 

not legally roQuirwd J lii t»iven tu you In oraor to 

^  of far  you one more chtnce to dacldn tJio a aid

¥

^  rptp resen tat Ion dated ei0«l»39 and ritiulfiri^e ity clients

aloni/\'/ith full back Wagea.

lii easy you fa il  to canpjy tn>) tonn-̂  rf this notice) 

Of pror rlatG I b j .'I act ■'on will da  ini tlifi .ui y^iu cn

ur fcfjj viay aftar  in wnU'U ;iiy cii-wJta will else

clairns cojl-- of Choir l±tic,utl''n frvn you u.u^ri. frcm 

rnliefs cf iQ,:L:larl6atlcna anu fu! * L acti w;,,. ,<a.

 ̂ iigncQ tliir notice.

i< urd FritnfLlly ,

( A . li

so > 3 9 .8 9 ,

k y ; l s n i w i .

AdV0cat0|

I^r....C.blr-o.̂  1  n  rchrrs rs
fit*;nrK3 b L ( ) V 3 «  •

A y  nnj



TiabUr^iij LUUv-X;;

£i„,i.or“ L^utv^.Ov ';«

C'n be^Tel " of Reepcniferits 

^os. l /2 f3&4

G..-.. - C .  iE3 of l99C (L)

ChinnE & 11 oth-rs . .  • •  •^r’-liccnts

Versus

Union of India & l4 othsrs .. •• Resror'^ants.

Cbjecticn^reply on bebclf o" the resror:?ents 

■bs. ^ / 2 / 3&4  are es ur.der

1, i’het in reQcrd to the cll- gaticns rnefe ir
’.rr^cr^rh. 1 o -p the ticn, it is stated th.et
th e-piic^ticn as frsmed is d'crly not -sintsinahlp.
* cr-'ovnr it is further stated th?t e single r ^ t it io n  

by 12 re rso rs , who in the cir c urns ten ces end fects  of the 
' re-rnt cese hĉ ve sererste ceases of a c t io n , cannot b-> 
perrr.itted to join the single p e t it io n . Tr.^ P etit io n  

Is liable to b? dismissed cn thi? ground alc-e. It  is 
■f̂ urth«r stated thet the judgment end cr-^er r'ssssd in 
r:egistretion C.A. '‘o.li09 of 1967 Cu) does net, by anv 

'i stretch of imeginetion, rurnish any ceuse cf cction for
meinceining the present rstiticn.

3 tI^

A»3tt. En^iuter

iS. Rlv. HardoJ
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2 , i-'het in rpgerd tc tne ellegeticns me-̂ e ir.
r,= rcqr£’~r; 3 of the appli- etior, it is stEtef^ thet the 
ŝ ’rvice ^"gc^en’erts are being rrovi^^ed to the casvc"'.

X  Ictcurs strict!'/ in ecccr'‘'enc:e with their ssriority
PS rr.aintainsd iri tbs l i'/e (Jasusl Lebour Register reirteinec 
in the office of tho .assistant Znglneer# >’?rdoi, Î .?se 
engscetr.ents c>re subject to the svailability of the 
vecencies* apolicants her’ been tolc! that th^ir
ne.Tes v/i’. 1 oe corsidarec ~or providing encecerrents 
in cccorderda with ths cbcve.

3. rn£t in regard to tne s n e g a t i o n s  made in

raragrarh 4 ( i )  o ;  the £'‘ ■71 icction, i t  is  stated that 

t^-; e;,'..licc.nts v:sre ehgeged to discharge tne duties of 

Khelesi merely as casual lahours on daily vBce basis 

end ceased to v.'ork long ego. It  is further stated that 

thp total nxirrb&r of vor’cing -'eys of ths e'T'licants 

Es i^dicct d in the -are under re-ly is  incorrect. In  

thlp con.^f^ctior, it nnay be rcint^d out th^t ths total 

number of workinc day& of  'ohinra, -jubeder# Kuni-a,

P.cn" uhan-rer, Oodh Lai, Lcltu end u'.xDte Lai rave b-̂ en 

v/rongl.y nentic^ed in the oera under reply. The actual 

nuxrber of v’Or’-'irg days as daily v.age casual labours 

c>- tn.ise arsons u-to 14 .& .19&6  is as belov;

Chirna ?16

ube-ar 357
‘ * u n n a  6  0 3

n

rvam Chender 369

^  2odn Lai £34
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Lcltu 324
ChotG Lai 390,

x')^ ellecjation to ths ccntrery made in the rere under 
reply is absolutely incorrect end is etrrhetically <5er̂ ied.

4 . Thet in regSrd to the ellr'gations xaee in
'-eranrer^h 4(iii) oi tha crrlication, it is stated that 
the names of the arrlicants have bsen entered in the 
Livs Register of casual laicours mainteinsd in t ^  office 
of <*ssistant Brgineer/ Herdoi and engagements on 
regular basis v.’ill be provided to the cpplicants 
strictly in accordance with tneir seniority as maintained 
in the l-ive P-egister indicated above subject to 
availability of the regular vacancies. The register 
is not ?cnov;n as Life i^gister but is known as Live 
r.ogistsr cf casvial labours.

5. That ir regard tc tĥ -̂ a 11 rogations rnade in
raracra’̂h 4 (iv) cf the a-rliastion, it is stated 
that the claim ":?tition/ r e r e d  to in 1 p a r a  under 
re~'ly# vas diii osed oft by this Mor'bie Tribunal 
vide the judcT.ent end order dated 25th ^rovem^er# 1988 
'ind v;as disTls&ed as ha>/ing feiaes become infructuous. 
-̂.ftor te\inc into consideration the reliefs claimed 
in the writ vetitio’'# this i on'ble Tribunal had decided 
to dis'riss the petition as havi’̂g become infructuous.

.:t. Lr .iDfC;

i'l. K l v . tlajrdo)

ihat in rec^-rd to the allegations ma-"e in 
laragrcph 4 (v) o± the a:piicatioh, it is s":eted thct 
taking into cor si derat ion the relief claitr-d in th«
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'.’rit -etiticn, referred to ir. tne ’"era un-^er revly* it 
v;a ̂ net co-sidereci necessary to gi\7s e '-etail re’ lv to 
the assertions rr.s’e in T^arrcre^h 6(i) of the earlier 
pstiticn. cveveXf sinca in the present e-^licstlo’̂ 
a clPim is boir.g mede or the strength of ths rumbpr 
of days disclos'^c by tha e "plicents/ it has become 
rbsolutsly r'3ces’̂cry to bring to the rotice of this 
on*''la court the incorrectress cf th^ details furriish^d 

by the epplicents. Since the c^estion of seniority 
hes b-̂ en raised nov; in the prese^'t case# it has beccrr.e 
races Sc ry to inc^iccte thĉ t th? cctuel number of v'Orki^Q 
days i".''=*iccted in *:aregrepp 4(i) of the -'resent 
e :T-],ication is net ccrrrct. -ne ass'^rtion r̂ ede in 
t''" ysrecrc- h uhder reply to th? effect that the 
vjorVing '"’ays es ir'dicete'^ in erepraTh 6(i) o^ claiT- 
p tit ion O.1109 ct 1987 (l) W3re not denipr^ by Railv/ey 
•dmi’̂istretior'/ is *̂ ot ccrrrCt. In this conrt^ctio’- it 
in Ivrther s'cBtsd thst since the only claim in the 
EorTier petition iilea by th« applicants v?as to pst 
their names induced in th^ Live Register of casual 
labours/ an'=’ nc cuestion of seniority etc. t-ss involved/ 
it v'as not npcessary to go into the details of nannher 
ot worKino days to the crehit of the e’-rl ioents. In 
any cesc the inference drav;r! by the a~plicants to 
th-- .-̂ tf3ct that the assertion about the actual number 
of working ^pys es made by them in the earlier netition 
vas not Sisruted/ is absolutely incorrect sr>'̂ is 
emrhatically denied, correct number ot ^-orKirg revs 

tc thi- credit of the eprlicants or account ct their

ViCj.

•■t. I . /'li.-cr
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havinc v’Crked 6s cesuel labour unoer -assistant B^ginenr 
.:ardoi t-iâ "'ien t?:' e:cv^ ell the ellegetior.s
to th3 centrery made In the rers under r̂ t>iy ere ircorr'=ct 
£■^0 H r e  " ^ a ^ i e d .

7 , rhat ir: recard to tho cliogatiers rr.ade ir
raregrc-h 4(iv) of tna e ' . r l i i x t i t  is stated that
the obj:?cticr^re^'ly ril ed in t'-s earli=^r claim y:etitiop
'̂o, 1109 of i9S7(l ) ha'-* been 're’̂ ared taking into
consi'^eretion the ultinnate relief clai t’d ty the
a'^rlicants end the aj.cretiBid obi5ctio-p''re~T'’ v?as corfined
to the claim of the ?frlicents about the- incluslrn of

labour
thpir nP^.es in the Livr casual^registsr an'’ nothing 
?lse.

S, That in reg<^rd to the ell igations made i*"
^aregra^h 4(vii) of the â r-i ice tier# it is stated 
that during tha course of fin^l h-erinc of the claim 
rstitioD C.A. I'c.ll09 of i987 (l), the Eailv/ey 
i drDinistration had "-roduced the Live Pegistcr ct 
casual labours maintainc'’ by the r*ssistant ^rgirerjr 
iiardoi for f^e -'erusEl cf the ’ ’on'ble -ribunal en-̂  to 
satisfy th- '-cn'ble ^'ribural that the rarres of the 
ar"lic3t:s in that "etition had b'̂ en reccr-=’ed i’" tĥ - ^dv>'? 

casual labour register. It vjes net shcv:n to the 
ar^licants or their counsel, “̂he alipgaticnto the 
contrary ma-’e in th« ^re un^er reply is incorrect and 
is “fT.-haticelly denied.

€ ir ^  rhat the ellf'ceticns [r.ade in ’"aragra'-h

•Jli. . r .io r c r

. B h ’
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t ‘"e r<?’;r e ' 3  ;;etico^ ref'^rrr*'’’ tc in the -are ur-’̂ er 

r e p l w  \’er tctelly  rr.lsccr:c»iv.;d. he-:'’ b:=en m?:^e

cl'-:‘er tc t̂ .? c '- 'licants thst  the sen io rity  ’̂ s i t i o n  

£3 7-r inteir.L'd ir. tne t iv e  ^.egister o i  cat Uc'l lebcuxs 

by tne ■‘vs'sistart ;Jrcir;0;’r -’sr-^oi v:?s s tr ic tly  ■''eirc' 

fc l 'O v ’f' ■Per grencirg  ce^'erts cn regular vecercies  

r v a ile c le  un er '-osistcrt ^ "c in e o r , -erdoi and 

Irsre c tc r  of ;.orks '-£r5oi for which the e fo reseid  

r e g is t e r  v’as Tieerc. The e rrlic an ts  hsc' to svjait t '^eir  

tarr)/ v’h icn  haf ret  rr’e c h '35 es y e t .

12. Jhat the e'’lec<-1icns rr.ec’e ir r^regra^h
4 (xi) of t'e a: rlif'̂  ̂tic*̂  are incorrect snc ere :̂ e’"ie!?. 
Tne p "licents v.-ere a-;' ris'^d of the situation th?t 
t "sir turn ned net received an'*' there v;cs no vecarcy 
available jif^er ur.fer the ^.^ssistant ^^ngineer# ‘Srdoi 
or I.'ispector of 'fjcrks Hacdoi egainst v;hich the 
ci’̂ licants could be e-’justed taking into cone iteration I 
thfiir ser.ierity mei: teined in the Live riegister of 
casual lf:bcurs by the iissistent Engineer/ ■■̂ar-’oi.

13. Iĥ t̂ t'ifc ■'1 rgsticn^ ma^e in ■ndracra"'^
4 6ii) c:̂  lio'-tior are incOrr3ct end are ^enieJ

Tir 1:^% 

■iit

14. That in record tc the allegations aiade in
"aracraph 4(xiii) of t-o a-iicPtion, it is stetec* 
thct t*-- fccts assented ir th-̂  re^'resentstior -Vt- 
2C . i . i 9 £9  ar?! i correct. o irregelarit^- i"
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crentirc eriaerc'-ents cr r'cular besis beers
ccr.'rittec en^ the -prirciTls cf seniority bes beer 
strictT" a'-'h-rc:'’ to. Tho rersor.s v’bose racros 
artered -'"-3 Live register cf casual labours meirteired 
by the Assistert Zncireer# ~rdoi ere to be nrovi'̂ ®*̂  

:?’̂5agetr.ents on regulc.r b£«is e~ egair’st the v^cs'ncies/ 
'..’hich beccrre wc liable under th» *-*ssistart ^ngir®er 
ardoi or Irsr.f.'ctcr of .or'-'cs : erdoi ;«;orA;ir.o under '-̂irn.

The I.e.’,7, S'-rLhj?‘-ar'-;ur is under th=» .-ssistent 
-ngir3?r ’''jehen^cr/ v;hpre £ diffsrent Live ^egister
of cesuel labours is pi?int?in-^d for th'-' vec^rcies 
pvailabl'^ either unr̂ 'or -i-ssistert £’̂ cir=>er Shahja*^er’-ur 
or thj Inspector of vfcr’̂'s jahsr-ur or I,
v’OrKirr uridar ' bsistsrt -ircir-Gr# -jbahjabar^ur. 
far cs -;'cl?mau cr" I.C.,,. ^JelamaU tall under
nssibtc- t Engineer Jita-ur. -’be vaco-^ciss v’ldch bpcomes^ 
evailabls undor t ’"nr ere v’holly irrelevant for t'ne 
rurrose of r.ive r.^gister Teintei'^e'’ by the '.ssistant 
-:.'̂ î>~.e,;r, .arcci. It is Turther staced that the 
c'̂ -̂ rt as rivpn ir th- pare un^ar rp’̂ ly is c^ite ~is- 
l-ading. :creypn, Kashircrr, ?rahla'=*, Srinai, Siyara'T'/ 
uhinta an^ Cherdrika -nt ’-ti-'nad in t̂ -e aforesaid chart 
hâ /« beer grarted engecs'-erts undc:r Shahjahan^ur#
I.P.v;.I. 2clamau on tne basis o.= entries maintained i” 
the l iv a  re g iste r  o f  u cs ’-'sl labours by ^issistant 

^- rineer j'■"a - j?:-^en” ur e r '  L iv e  R ag ister  o^ casual 

U  bours ir.'-irtainec^ by A.ssistan t Jn g in ? e r , 3it a r u r .

A a Tf-er- thct -rayatu, Kashirarr, Frshled, jrirel^
Chirta, oiyarem and Chandrika had got fcheir narres

ered in tbr? Liva riegister of cv ..u?l labours maî t-i'-f̂ '=>
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ty .-isistent ^rrinoer 3h?hje^sn-ur Assistart

^r.clrrer oitapur e.V'̂  on the stre-'gth of t ^ e ir seniority 
as .Tointcirefl ir the cloreseic' '<ive R3gister/ thay 
v;,‘r': enrage'nents in the eforesai'^ DeiDsrtrnerts.
T h e s e  engegetr.snts hav. ’̂ct been grented or th». basis 
c l  t*i3 sani rity oi: tne ces’-al lebours as given in 
the Li'/? Register ma inta Iree by tha -cissistent Sngiraar 
•ar'?oi. ~.o f^r  as Ren: ‘-el ena. ^ajrej, referred to in 
t-s chert ur.c'er re-̂ ly/ £rs ccrcerref, they ere o'" the 
cc-dre o.^ :.cson er'. v.nt K ^ e l e s i . Thry he-? to ba 
edjustv?-"! ca a I'ason icr which thsy are guelitied. Since 
rontj oi the- eiplica’̂ts are qualified bo be absorb?'d as 
r-'ason, th .y could not be adjusted agciinst the vacancies 
in the "ost cf i-.eson, which became available and in 
these circvrr.stHnces/ the aforesaid persons viz, ".am 
Lai end Ccjrej '■.ere ereted sngageT^ents on the a=cresai< 
pest c ' . as^n. 3o fer as ohamsher/ referred to in the 
pars under reply# i.- concern'd/ t^e total numbers of 
working deys es casual labour to his credit are lC76,
• is ‘:aricrit\ -Dr.ition ir c"e relevant Live register 

is n .t  at 115 es su^'cest-^d.

i i < d  

r̂ J.. Engintcr 

. Rlv. bardoi

15. i'het the a 11 £ cations made ir paragrarh 4(xivJ
o: the applicaticn ere i correct and are denied. Th® 
e’̂gfi§e~=:nts v;ere ::ruvided taking into consic?eration

correct seniority rcsition determined on the basij 
ol; numcer of T.or'x.ing -̂ ays to the credit of t ^  casual
1. : ours under .-ssistant ^nrireer ardoi or I.C.v,. 
ardci or -ardoi t-nd judcinp th:; «?uit?'-ii i ty .

ccriect i-actb ■"'̂ ve already b.-en stated in the 

'rccedirg varacrr." he.
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]_6. Ihat in regard t ; t'ne all ic’' s ir

-arc. re-'h 4 (xv) cf the a -licEtion/ It  is  stated tnet 

th- o' - licerts have tc await th?ir  tMrn for the offer 

cf '’r.gogcrrsnts cn ragvlar besis.  1‘ne offer wi"'I be 

riv^n taking irto consic’eratier tPe -e-iority c.r.c' 

aultcibility cz tr.3 atplicent e.vailstility  c " the 

veci”̂ ci3s.

17, -hat in r-̂ ge.r'5 tc t!c i--11 “’cetiers t.8'»3 in
•'cir^Qreyh 4 (xvi) o ’̂ thr enp''ic^tior/ it is ntatsd 
thĉ t tho ces’'-'al Ishours v’hcse ncirres t ro '^rterpd ir> 
th''-’ dv'-'. i'iegister ot o'buel le?ours r.airteire<3 by the
•‘-saistcTit iOngir.«?r -iite'i'ur t- of-̂ «̂ r-»̂  err"gr^rertb
te’cinc into consideration tne seniority an"' puitsbi''ity 
ege-lnst the vaccr'ciss/ v’hich become availabl-?'
-asist^rt ilnrinsGr SitE^-’.r or th* P.”.I. or 
\OrKxro urrsr ‘''im. The a’'rlic3^ts whose hbt^s '̂ ave 
b'̂ '?r .̂ rtere'3 In the Live Register mainta ine<a bv the 
r*ssist?^rt Jnri’̂eer I'ardoi car.rct N' given any ef-̂ êr 
cf rngace.Tient fcr t-̂-: vacsncias arising uri'̂ er - assistant 
'-r<7irser Sita^ur cr I.G.vr. :.it?r-ur or I-.V.’.I. jitapur.
• *ll thr aLl^^ga ticr.s to conc’-ary rre'■'e in th' ^b t p  

ur'3r re-1'’ ^re i^^corr^ct are -d.

L

i
Jli?
<»£j;£. hngiott-i 

■ fiJv- Haf' .

If. -hat the e’lecotiors nie'='e in ^r3graph
4(xvii) o ' the ei ep-iicdtier are absolutely iecorr-ct

arc etH' ’' a t i c c l l y  c®eri«r^. *0 g r c t r i r  h a s  b e e n  rna-^e

ort for any int.-rt ere nee o] rnis on'bio Trlbrna’ 
er-'’ tnp arrlicetien is totally nnlsconceive ?nd 
r’eserves tc bp rejected.
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i9 . Thot in rr'Qcrf to t'-’c ellagations ma^e ir̂

’ £r: cra’'h 5 c ' the? e'-'l io£'tio’'# it  is  stated thf t

th~ crovncPs are totally m ip conceived and baseless,

•o case b~er rn?'='e out tor any interfer^^nce by 

this '-'cn'ble Tribunal anc’ tha ar-rlicatior c’eserves 

tc be rejected.

2 C* r h c t  t h e  clleoati: ns rrs-^e i r  ’~eragra’'h 6

o± the a* ■rl i r e  t i e r  are ircorr'^ct e n r  are d e n i s ' ^ .

21.  rhat i^ rr-^ard to the eTlenaticns rre^e ir

'Sracrarh 7 of the icf= tio’-, it is stated that

tho 3' plicetic'- is totally misconceived.

22. -hat th'j eMecaticns made in rara^rarh 6
of the eypl^c'ticr arc c-csolutely incorrect and arc 
s'T'̂ hatical,ly denied. -h« e ’̂ li^-ation is not 
rraintainabls ard th-- ar— iicents are not entitled to 
eny of the reli-t a? cT a irned en'̂ ’ the arplication 
deserves tc be rejected.

eged about of

v.’OrVi^g ?s fffMlDo/

pna'io'*?d et
p r e s e n t i V

E n g in  -t-i 

«. Rlv- Ha.* -I--

do hereby verily that t̂ ê ccnterts " a r ?  r r a r ’^

I'os cf this rerl'’'̂ otj ction are tru.- to
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'̂ y '-■--̂rsone'*. kncrledce en'^ bess?3 cr ^erusel of 

records/ £11 I belif^ve to te true that nc
■'2rt of it is fal sv! e’̂d rcthi”C beer su'->''r!̂ ss'̂ d 
ir it.

h .%

( igr etSiEfe Ei^i0 ^ 0 n?>nt7 

Hlv. tiarclui

(Signeture of Counsel)
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:> ...

In the Central rtd tain is teat iv« Tribunal Luc knov., |„.t cK

Lucknow. Qi'-'v-'

Application on behalf of petitioners 

counsel regarding intimation of Death o 

Applicants.

'

M.P .No . '  of

In re

O .n .K o .  183 of 90 (L)

Chinn a & others

versus

Union of India 8. ochers

cs •  > rart p  p  licants ,

•=>-«**ies p on d en t s c

/.lay it please your Honour,

It is submitted for the informations of 

the Hon*ble Tribunal that in the ;.resent O . h , 

applicant's Wo .l  & 2 have died .In order to submit 

a detailed application for substitution H)f their heir 

s if any as night bs choosed by their heirs has to 

be f i l e d .

It is therefore most respectfully prayed 

that I may be permitted a fortnights time to seek 

instructions in chis behalf and to move necessary 

applilcdtion if any.

lu c  kn o w . 

o a t Q d i

Counsel for applicant^ 

( A



In tlio Con-r a I r^Jibunal Lucl;noiv Bench

Luc iuioiv •

Applicction  on bchislf of p e t it io n e r s  

c o u n s e l  re gardin g  Intioa '^ion  of Oooth of 

/ . o p ’ lc - n ts  *

In.VC

c  . i . i . o .  a e c  o f  30  ( l ;

Cnliiic. V. o ; h j j G

V JSG U 3

U n io n  Of i n c x u  i

— ..>i-ipplicun v G .

^;cG p o n d c n '^ s «

<

L'c -jls^sc yoi ’i' Ilonatir,

Iw lie suJini jicc* f:>r the i*:v orautions of 

t:-c Men *j2.^ Tr5.b!-MuX tls-t; Ir  ^hc ,r :s c n t  0 */u 

un-XiCuiiL *;c*i C 2 clioc. .In o:*dcr t o  su~*Dit

a do'ciiilcd ao lic-.i;i!.Jn fo:? subctituiiian of their he; 

s if  cny cs ni(}ht I^o ch^orpd by thoir holrc hac to 

bo f i l e d .

it i : i / . : f 3rc r.oct ros p.ct f u lly prayodj

I ir.uy be i. -i fr.:-nights iice to sook

;lrjcti-'uctf-ons in -his bciu If to niovc ncceorary 

i :  un / , (

iUC 01. ,

L ^ t o C i  ^
. foT  i-ippliccnts

• »u VDC U <«O •


