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CENTRAL A0|V1INISTRATI\/E TRIBUNAL W^ipAL bEncH

with nA-2072/98.^
Ih

Neu Delhij this the ~ day of S0ptsmbarV200Oi^

HON*BLE MR.S'iR-iiAdige'^Uice Chairfnanf^

HON»BLE Drf A .i/e da v/al li^,^|vi an bar (O )

Harandra Kumar Rajput^'
S/o Shri Bhaguan Singh Rajpury
Apprantici^ nechanic'^
Under Oy'^ichiaf Plechanical EngineerV
Uagaon R^air Shop7
R/o Ci-22^ East Balds v/ park^

^?;?^?Applicani^
(By Adv/bcata: Shri BVs;nain^))

Union of India7
thro ugh

1» The (Snaral ManaggrV
yastern Railuay''^^
Church jGata*^

-  Mumbai',"'

2'f The Oiyisional Ralluaynanagery
yes tarn Railuay'^
Kota'j^

3;^ The Oy^-^Chief Mechanical Engineer,
yagon Repair'^Shop®^'
li^stem Railuayy

. .Respondan ts'il

(By Adyocats; Shri P'v^SWM^handru )

M¥^s;R'i^diaey '

Applicant uho has completed his apprenticeship

training as a Technician seeks a direction to respondents

to consider appointing him against exi sting/fj rther

ya can cie s*?'

2^ Heard both sides'^?

3^ Shri Main^ relies upon the Hon»ble Suprene
Court'*s ruling in U.p-^Sta^p Road Transport Corporation

Vs.' pariyahan Nigam Shishukhs BeroZgar SaTigh
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^  SC SL3 1 995(1) 276 Railuay Board 's Cir^tri!^ dated

/

^12^^96 ̂

^  Bafbre any direction of the kind prayed ftor

o  by applicant can be issued'^ a \/acancy uill ha\jB to
^  i

be identified'^^ and applicant uill have to ap:ply

for the same'l In applicant's OA neither has

he identified a vacancyf* nor has he pleadad that

he has applied for the samef The aforan en tioned ruling

and circular to the. extent they are applicable to the

facts and circumstances of the present case uould

come into play only after applicant make s an application

against a specific vacancy notified by responden ts

interference in the OA is therefore uarrantec

at this stagO'^i The OA is dismissed#! No costs'i^

( DR^iVEDAVflLLJ i (sQRVADIGE )
MEMBER (J)) VICE CHAIRMAN(a)V
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