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Open Court 

C.eiTAAL ADMIN !STAAT IVE TR lb~L 

ALLAW\BAD BENCH 

ALIAHABf\D. 

Allahabad thie the day 2e . M~y 1997 .~ 

CORAM : Hon 'ble Mr. S. Das Gupta, Member-A 

Hon •tle Mr.; T .L•l Verma, Member-J 

OR! G INAL AppLICATION NO. 1391 OF 1992. 

Idrish Mohammad, S/o Shri Gaf oor Ahmad, 

R/o Mohalla patnau, Rath, 

District-Hamirpur (U.p. ).1 

I 

cant. 

(By Advocate Sflri R.K. Nigam) 

Versus 

1. Union of India through Genera 1 Mana 9er • 

Centra 1 Railv..ay, Bombay Vf •' 

2. Divisional Railv.ay Manager, Central Railv.ey; 

Jhansi.~ 

•' •. • • Resp en dents.~ 

(By Advocate Shri V.K.· Goel ) 

0 R D E R(OOAL) 

(By Hon 'ble Mr; S; Ols Gupta, Member-A) 
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1. Throuwh this application, the applicant has 

so~ht a diret:tion to the respondents to iss ue to 

him an order of ap pointment on the post of Diesel 

Cle aner within a fix time fram~. 

2. The ad~itted po~ition in this case is -
that 230 vacanaiee of Die sel Cleaner were notified 

by the respondents. 'l'he applicant s one of the 

candidates and after the examination, the applicant 

wa s allio selected and he was plaaed at serial 

no. 264 in the merit list. The applicant, ' however, 

was not a ppGinted and it is the case of the respon­

dent s that due to administrative exitJencies, the 

number of vaaancie s was reduced and finally only 

134 nosts were filled. The applicant, therefore, 

could not be acaomrnodated • 

3. 
~ 

The aoplicant has taken ~round that the . A 

action of the respondents is malafide and discri!ni­

natory and it l $ in breach of Article 14 and 16 

ot the Constitution. 

4. we have hearo the lea rned counsel for both . 
the parties and perused the pleadiniJs on record. 

s. ~ 
It is. now P&ttled lav that •••• sucaass 

in the selection examinatiC!tn doea not 91ve &m 

inalienable ri.ht to candidate fer. 
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It i~ entirely for the authoritieR 

ccucerned to fill the vacancies or to what extent 

?c:caccie :: ~hould be filled. This 1 s -.a proposition 

c= lav ~ was enunciated in the ca~ of Shankarsan 

Das . It was . ~~wever, stipulated in that case 

-- -t '""" .'""1 - c .... • • • fi ! - ~nq of the vacancies shall not be 

a~:. trary . 

~ . The re spondent~ have specific~lly ctated 

t hct because of shrinkaqe of work, the vacancies 

~a\~ to be curtailed. we , ~herefore, do not find 
• 

that non f i lling of all the vacancie~ notified AS• " 

~r i~r~y. Hc~ever, even if all the vacancies 

noti=!ed were filled,the aoplic~nt could not have 

been (!iven an appoint""nent as his ~ition was at 

~e=i nl no . 264 and the number of vacancies are 230. 

1. The learned counsel for the apolicant 

LDentioned durin• the course of a~uments that the 

re~ndent~ bave ad~itted h~vinq recruited five 

Scneduled Caste candidates and this has prejudiced 

c~e a -:- licant • s prospects. We are unable to 

a=Preciate this contention of the learned counsel 

for the applicant. 

s. In view of the for~oin9• we find no nerit 

in t his a~!icatioo and the same is accordin,ly 

distnis~d. Parties shall bear their own costs • 
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