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CBHcaA^ BENOi. jaBAum

oiCE€a-iftfe of 20(m

jabalpur# this the 5th day of Hacch#12003*

Hbn'ble {Srs^Shyama Dogxa# Meoher(j)

LsOchaii Lai Bawat Son of Shri Bam
Lai Bawat aged abont 73 years^ retired
Station Hasterf Bailway O^xtmant,
^o Village Teeia^ TehsiX Hongwali,
District Guna (lc>} -APELIGABT

(By Bdvocate- Mr.H^Ghandra)

veraus

1* union of India throu^
Secretary* BailiiQy Da^rtni^t*
saw Delhi.

2« Chairman*
Sailw€^ Board* Ministry of Baiiways*
Bail Bhawan* Sew Delhi.

3. Divisional Bailway Manager*
Bhopal Divisioa*i Bhop^ ({#)

4« Divisional Bailway Manager*!
Jhansi (UP) -BBSPOSDSBTS

(By advocate- Mr.H.B.fihrivastava)

Q B D B R (ORAL)

Itiiie filing this Original Application** the applicant

has sought the following relief ss-

"!• Monthly salary from 26.2,82 to 25,12.82 which
has been withheld on a false coaplaint
aga^st the petitioner and on the inquiry the

guilty* amounting to
Bs,15093/- with interest,

2, The d;^s of the j^ary tdiioh has been redused
coiii>laiht from Rs.830/- to Ba.600/-

J2,11.8 2 till 1.1,83 with interest which on
SStSf petit!oner ««

3. Tte pay for the period from 1.1.1983 to

tte^sala^^of^S^ ̂  Be.900/- per oiMith whereas
^rSoS/ was given to me
^  month and balance dues be paid

^  entitled because at t^
a^SLt on the post of y,m. The balanceamount of salary at the rate of Bs. 90o/- per

aontd.,j?/2.
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%  OQonth from 1*83 "to 31«i3«85 bocause at that
timP the salary of the junior eof^ioyee fihrl R*
B*Kapoor was Rs*900/*- per laonth* The name of
Sari Kapoor was at serial lio,3il in the seniority
list dt, 9^,55 in&ereas the name of the petitioner
was et ̂ fial No *75 suoounting to Rs,20|>730/-
and thexeaf^jer fix the pension st the rate of
Rs«900/- per month and the dues of pension be
d^osited in the branch of Beena of State Bank
of India in Ascount lb .Oil 90050501•

4» The balance amount of provident fund Rs* 19111,60
which has been paid less at the time of giving
provident fund*

5* The amount of gratuity of Rs. 24,540/- which has
not been paid to the petitioner with inteirest*

6* The amount of Rs* 12^690/- of earned leave of
180 days, ̂ ich has not been paid to the
petitioner with interaft*

7* The amount of Rs«16 V" which has not been paid,
vriiich amount has been sent to the 0«A,0*Jhansi,
showing ui^aid,

8* ^he amount of Rs* 3990*20/- which has been de
ducted on aocount of the rent of the Govt,
quarter wef Jan*83 to Rhrch 1985 i^reas in
fact during this petio<^ the petitioner was not
allotted any Govt, Quarter.

9* After xetirsoient the petitioper is not being
given free pass which facility be also given
to the petitioner* •

2* So far as the relief at Sl«iio*10 is concerned, the

as^licant has relinguishedthis s:ia4«f by filing his re

joinder dn para 12 of the rejoindec^being not pressed. So

far as relief at S1*N0*8 is concerned, the said point or

issue has already been adjudicated vpon by s^pare^e order

passed in OA H0*657/2001 on 5*3 *2003*

3* The ̂ plicant has annexed one Annexure A*^ dated

12*09*2000 issued by the Director, Public Grievances, Gbvt,

of India Cabinet Secretariat, New Delhi, lAereln it has been

mentioned that the applicant's repressntation dated 7*9*2000

has been forwarded to the Chairman, Railway Board, Ministry

of Raibiays, New Delhi* However, it is further mentioned in

that letter that normal gtfiministrative channels of remedy

aontd**,p/3.
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have not esdiausbed by the applicant. It is further siS>-
»

mitted by the learned ooun^l for the applicant that the

applicant has nedii a xepresantation vide Annesoare a«4 to

the (Snerel Manager, Central Ball way# t&mbai for redressal

of his aforesaid reliefs# but nothing has been done by the

concerned authorities till date.

4. The respondents have otherwise refuted nod: of the

claims of the applicant being made at very belated sta^

by filing this and the relief^) mentioned at S1«IK>« 4#

5# 6 and 9 of main para 8 had not been pressed by the

counsel for the applicant, whe ms earlier representing

the applicant at that r^evant time when this order for

not pressing^'these reliefs have been passed on 25.4•2001.

The learned counsai for the applicant Shri H«B«Ghandra#
*  ' Vk i. '

who is now r^reseating the applicant has filed rejoinder

and apecifically mentioned in para 2 of tl:^ rejoinder

end denied that the applicant has not pressed these reliefs

as mentioned here-in«ihove and the s^rtement has been o^de

by the learned counsel for the applicant# who was earlier

representing him without an^ instructions from the side of
the applicant.

5. I have heard the learned counsel for the paries

and have perused the records.

6. Without dwelling into the merits of the case at

this stage, in view of the fact that the representation^

of the applicant still under consideration before tl^
A

Chairman# RaUway Board as well as before the (^neral

Manage# Central Railway# Mcmbai, it is in the interest

of Jui^ice to give appropriate directions to the respon

dents Mo.2 and 3 to decide the representation^of the

Ooetd.. .p/4.
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applicaut wi.'thin ^edfied as the applicant has

^ea retired In the ;^ar 1985«

?♦ In view of these observatlonsf the aforesaid

respctfidents are directed to decide the representation^

of the applicant within a period of three nonths froa

ti» date of receipt of copy of this order and to pass

an ̂ proprlate speaking and reasoned order In aocordance

with 1^, The applicant Is at liberty to sippleneat

his claim by filing relevant documents in support of

his ccntentlong^ If he so deslre£ iflth these observations
and dlrectl<ai;^ this 0«A« 1# disposed of without any order

as to costs*

(MT(Hrs«Shyaiiia Oogrd)
Heober (J)
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