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Of? en court • 

CE ~n"AAL A.l.)1!I~ISTHATIV1:. TkiBUNAL , ALLAHABAD ~t;OC'rl • 

ALLN lAB AU . 
• • • 

original Appl~cation No. 28D of 2004 (U) 

this the 2Jrd day of March• 2004 . 

hON 1 BL E ,1J.{S • Al:..h.rU\ Clirl!BBi:;o{ 1 .. lt:. 1B .rJR ( J} 
H0l>1' d L.l!: :1R. S. c . CH)l.tJBB , ,11:; 1II::iJ.:..H.(A) 

Chandr~sh Gaur, s jo Sri G. R. Gaur , aged about 24 years , 

H./o 118, Krishna Nagar, Dehradun (uttrancoal}. 

Applicant. 

By Advocate : Sri R.c. Pathak. 

versus. 

1 . union of India through Secretary, ·(inistry of 

Defence , New Delhi. 

2 . Engineer in Chief . Engineer in Chief Branch Kashmir 

House , A. H.o •• o. ·11 . o., P .. o . New Delhi . 

3. Chief Engineer , Central Co~~and, Lucknow. 

4. Chief Engineer, Bareilly zone , Bareilly. 

5 . commander works Engineer No.1, oehradun Cantt . 

Respondents. 

By Advocate : Sri H. c . JOshi . 

0 R DE R 

PER -·1RS • . ·1EERA Cl-ll-l iBBER , .-tE;·IDEk(J ) 

By this o.A •• applicant has sought a direction 

to the r espondents to declare the result of test/ 

' intervie\.Y for the post of Chm·1kidar Gr . I held on 

4/5 December , 2000 . 

2 . It is suumitted by the applicant that he had 

ap~eared in the test/interview for the post of safaiwala/ 

Chowkidar held on 4/5 .1 2. 2000, but the result for the 
one sri 

same was not declared~ du~ to pending cas~ ofjpramod 
too \·Jas ul timc:ttely decided b~ 

Voh1:a but th~tlt·le Tribunal v~de its order dated 28 . G. 2002 

by observing that as t11e representation of ti1 e apt licant 

hns a lreetay been accept• d in the JC:I m<::;eting on :1. A. no . 

6685/2000 fil~d ny Sri Vinod 

£> 
vohra . HO\·Jever, the said 
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case 'I.-laS dismist;ed as inf cuctuous vide order dated 

:ld . 8 . 02 . The applicant thereafter gave a representation 

to t:....~e authorities concerned r equ esting them to declare 

the r esult as t here was no longer any uan of any court 1 

of l a \v . According to the appl..Lcant , tne said representation 

has not been deciut!d by the authorities conct rned sofar . 

~ore-over in an ide ntical matter filed oy sri Amar Singh 

& others in o . A. no . 997/2003 , t his court has a lready 

decided the aoove said o. A· by directing the Engineer -

in- ChiE £ . .~my Headquarters . IliQ. P. o. New Delhi to 
therein 

considei: and decide the representation of the applicantL 

by a reasond order tvithin 2 months from the date of 

receipt of copy of this order . TO avoid delay, the 

appl; cant \-.ras also- <...urected that he may file a 

fresh c dlpy of the represent~tion a l o ng\'Jitn copy of the • 

order (page 35) . In view of the above f act s . it is 

submitted by t he applicant ' s counsel that this O. A. 

may also be disposed offin t erms of the order dated 

28 . 8 .2003 passed i n o . A. no. 997/2G03. 

3 . Sri c . prasad hol ding brief os Sri R. c . JO&~i . 

l earned counsel for the r e s po .1dents did not dispute 
similar 

" 

• 

the facts as stated above . Since z matter has a l ready 

been disposed of earlier in a di fferent o . A ... -· by 

Division Bench of tnis Tribunal as ptated above. we 
that in order to maint~in parity 
are of the· opiniooLthis o . A. can be disposed off at 

admission stage itself \'lithout going into the merits 

OT t ne caBe by g i ving a dir~tion to Engineer- in- chief 

Army Headquarters ~ D.IQ, P. o . New Del h i to consider 

Annexure A- IAa nd to pass a reasoned order thereon 
I 

vlithin a period of two months from the date of r eceipt 

of copy of this order under intimation to the applicant . 

rn orde r to avoid the delay, it \vou ld be open to the 

applicant to file another copy of the rcpresenLation 

a long\·lith a copy of this order . 
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4 . \·lith the above directions~ t h is o. A. stands 

d iS j)OSed off -r1ith no order as to costs . ..-
• 

~· 
AE.1BEJ:{ (A) 

GIHISH/-


