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Oric;,inal Application NO . ~81 OI 2004 (U) 

thiS w!e 23.rd -lay Of !4arch I 2004 . 

dON' BL.c. _'1J.~~ . .·'LL 
r ON'J:JLE .:'1.K . b . C . 

1uke::;h Singh 1 av~at ~ ~1 o Sri .shiv ~ingh •a -.'at. aged about 

24 years ~ R/o Branmapuri , Niranjanpur . post ,.1asra, 

District Dehraaun. 

Applicant. 

By AGVOCate : Sri R. C. Pathak. 

versus . 

1 . union of India through Secretary~ .1inistry of 

Defence , N 1:1 Delhi . 

2 . Engineer-i ~-Cnief. t.ngineer in Chief Branch. !·~ashmir 

House , AHO , DMO P . O. New Delhi . 

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

4 . c.def Engineer, Bareilly zone, Bareilly. 

s . com.nander uorks Engineer ~~o . I Dehradun cantt. 

6 . Cornr.1ander worl~s Engineer ( 1ills) ~ Dehr adun. 

Res ~)ondent s . 

! By Advocate Sri R. C . J0&"1.i. 

0 H D E R 

BY • .ms . 

Ry this 6 . A., applicant has sought a direction 

to the responden cs to declare the result of test/intervie'l.-.' 

for the post of ChO'!.'lkidar Gr. I t-tazdoor, Safaiv7ala held 

on 4 - 5 December • 2000 . 

2 . rt is submitted by the applicant that he had appeared 

in the test/intervie'l.., for the post of Safaiwala/ChO\•Tkidar 

held on 4-5 ::::>ecer:lber •z ooo .. but }:he result Ior the same 

was not decl-21r,.,d d\1 e to p~n"'rt nc:r c~se of one Sri pr nod 
too <·:as ult;;i, at ely Ciecided by 

3tohr< ut t.h:.atl ~l'le Tribunal viae· ..i.t s order dated 28.8. 2002 
I 

~l)y:. observ.:ng· t t1at us tne representation o£ tl1e applicant 
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had already been accepted in the JCH meeting i!l !~.A . 

no . 6685/2000 filea by sri Vinod Vohr~ ~. c1e 

said case t<JaS dismissed as infro.ctuous vide order dated 

28 . 8 . 2002 . 'Ihe applicant, t .. ereafter, gave a representat.io 

to the aut{lOrities concerned requesting tnem to declare 

the result as there was no longer any oan of any 

court of law. According to tt."le aplJlicant, tt.'1e said 

representation has not been decided by the authorities 

concerned so far. ·1ore-over in an iaentical matter filed 

by sri A~ar Singn & others ~n o.A. no. 997/2003, this 

Court has already decided the aDove said O.A. b_ airecting 

the J:!jn~ineer-in-Chief, Army Headquarters, UIQ, • o. 

New Delhi to consider and decide the representation of 
t1Krein 

the a}>plican·i....L __,y a reasonea order vlithin tw·o months 

from the date of receipt of copv of t.1is order. To avoid 

delay, the applicant \1as ,· also .• directed that he . ay 

file a fresh copy of the representation alon_with copy 

of the orcter (page 35) . rn view of the above facts, it 

is suDrr~itted by the applicant• s counsel that this .A. 

may also be disposed off in terms of the oraer dated 

28 . 8 . 2003 passed in O. A. no. 997/2003. 

3 . Sri c. prasad holding brief of sri .c. Joshi. 

learned counsel for the respondents did not dispute 
similar 

the facts as stated above . Since ·L matter has already 

been disposed off earlier in a di.:..ferent o.A • . by 

Division ench o£ this Tribunal as stated above, we are 
thG.t inor ....... er to maintain parity, 

of t 1e· opi'riionLthis o. A. can be disposed off at admission 

stage itself \vithout going into the merits of the case 

by giving a direction to Engineer-in-Chief, Army 

Headquarters, D£10 , P . O. New Delhi-' to consider the 
o£ the applicant 

representation dated 9 . 8 .2003Land to pass a reasoned 

order thereon within a period of t1.-vo months from the 

aate of receipt of copy of tnis order under inti ation 

to the applicant . rn order to avoid ~he delay. it would 

oe o~en to the applicant to file another cody of the 
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representation along\'17ith a copy of this order . 

4 . Hith t.a.~e above directions , this o. A. stands 

disposed off~ vdth no order as to costs. 

~. 
MEr1BER(A) :V1EABEf (J) 

GI ISH/-


