| TEM NO. 7 COURT NO. 12 SECTI ON X

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 503 OF 2009

RAM SI NCH & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF | NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)

WTH WP(C) NO 324 of 2011

(Wth appln.(s) for deletion of the nane of respondent

of fice report)

WP(C) NO 371 of 2010

(Wth office report)

WP(C NO 385 of 2012

(Wth appln.(s) for stay and i npl eadnent and office report)
WP(C NO 415 of 2011

(Wth appln.(s) for intervention and del eti on of the nane
of respondent and office report)

Dat e: 15/ 04/ 2014 These Petitions were called on for
heari ng t oday.

CORAM :
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE RANJANA PRAKASH DESAI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MADAN B. LOKUR

For Petitioner(s)

Kaushal Yadav, Adv.
Manta Rani, Adv.

Aj ay Kumar, Adv.
Praveen Kr. Singh, Adv.

D nesh K. Garg, Adv.
Abhi shek Garg, Adv.
Dhananj ay Garg, Adv.
Deepak M shra, Adv.
Ashut osh Garg, Adv.

Ranbir Singh Yadav, Adv.
Puran Mal Saini, Adv.
Anzu K. Varkey, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
Kai | ash Chand, Adv.

Arvi nd Kumar Sharnma, Adv.
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B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.
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M. K. V. Vi shwanat han, ASG

M. S. Saini, Adv.

M. Keshav Chaudhary, Adv.

M. Shreekant N. Terdal, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the
fol |l owi ng
ORDER
Application for i mpl eadnent is grant ed

the reasons stated in the application.
The applications for deletion of the names of
the respondents 3 and 4 in Wit Petition(Gvil) No.
324/ 2011 and r espondent nos. 5 and 6 in
Petition (Givil) No. 415/ 2011 are al | owed at

for

Wit
t he



risk of the petitioners. Prayer for intervention is
however rejected.
The petitioners are contract
handl i ngwor kers and contract parcel porters. They
are seeking absorption as Group ‘D enployees in
t he concerned Rail ways.
Qur attention is drawn to Orders passed by
this Court in Wit petitions maki ng
prayers. The petitions have been di sposed of with
the direction to the Railways to pass appropriate
orders in accordance with law within a time-frame
| aid down by this Court.
We are of the opinion that the petitioners

shoul d make a representation addr essed
General Manager of the concerned Railways setting

out their respective cases and prayers
Rai | ways shoul d pass appropriate orders thereon in

accor dance with | aw. Lear ned counse
petitioners states t hat representations wll

made within a period of 15 days fromtoday. If such
representations are nade, the CGeneral Mnager of
t he concer ned Rai | ways shal | consi der
accordance with law within a period of four nonths
fromthe date of receipt of the representations and
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pass appropriate orders thereon. W nmake it clear

t hat we have not expressed any opi ni on on t he

merits of the petitioners case.
The Wit Petitions are disposed of in the
af ore-stated terns.

(Vi shal Anand) (I'ndu Pokhriyal)
Court Master Court Master
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