
CAT /J /13 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
AHMEDABAD BENCH 

O.A.NO.3/1, 364/91 & 365/91 
T.A. NO. 

DATE OF DECISION 2:.3.98 

Union o 	LJ.Iia & rs. 	 Petitioner 

Tf' 	-. 
ve 	 Advocate for the Petitioner [s] 1 	--_._. 

-. 	 Versus 

rn 

Ahme 	czir Ahiae & LJrS. 	
Respondent 

-. 	 Advocate for the Respondent [S1  

CORAM 

The Hon'bIe Mr. V.Rihakrishnian 	: Meruber ) 

The Hon'b!e Mr. 	.Knnian 	 14 eiir (J) 



:Pr 

1 
:2: 

Un±n of I1ti 
Throuh; 
Geucral 	icier, 
ester: 	a1ly, 

Churchate, 
EocDdj. 

Ch k f Engirieer(C) 
Wcstri Raiay, 

Rd1izay 3 tdt±D, 
2ad Floor, 	ew Duil 	inj, 
ihmedab. 

DirEctor 	) 
Rct1li cy B 	r, 	i.l Dflciva, 

'-zw Delni. ; 	ppiicciits 

ovoctC 	: 	S.nevoe 

Versus 

- 3arcr 	izir 	hr 
2/75, 	Jiipur 	gthiyd, 
3cu 	Gayanwk Haveli 

, habaci. : 	Rspoe.it 

:ha- 

Uio 	ol 	Irii 
Through; 	•r:a1 	iaiiager, 

estErr1 Railway, 	hurch: j, 
thOi.bdj. 

Oniel 	:;ircer 	c) 
esterr 	.2S 

i- hmeiai 	£ai 1:ay 	tdtii, 
2nza Floor, 	ew 	ui1oii;, 
heäabc.. 

Director 	z) 
iajl:a 	thoar, 	iaii £rxvar, 

Delhi. : 	pplicrts 

I 
Shv:e 

versus 

AL4Y ui1ja 	awi, 
atc:-wai, 	Oftice. oi tnE 

1icctor of 	ors 	c) 



:3: 

Western Rctilway, 
hrnedaba.. 

ivocate; lir. 	K.K.Shah 

)..3ô5J91 

Uflion Of Dtid 
through Hecicral arager, 
WesterLi Rai 1ay, 
Churchate, Bombay. 

Chief riirer(C) 
EStera iaj iway, 

eaba Rlli a y J tatio:, 
2i Floor, .ew ui1ing, 
-he iabaä. 

: Respoñent 

Director C) 
Railway Board, RcI1  
-Jei Delhi. 	 : ipp1icrts 

- 1-71 vQct2 	_r. 	.hevce 

F 	upa, 

	

f 	of ti!e Inspector of Wors(C) 
Iliy, 	ieabei. 	: Respon:ent 

	

/* 	 - 

)..363/91, 3 .364/91 
& O 365/1 

Date: 25.3.98 

Pcr 	 ;r.V.Raiiriakrishnari 	i4e 	r( 

Heara iir..ehevcie, t16rne_1 counsel 

for the applicrits. Th responacrits xdiE ly; 

ilwa; aministration has sought a iro.tio;i 

to ou sh ari5 set asiie the ju gie nt/orcr 	te 

3.l.'l passed by the rosii•ing Juicer, liatcur 

COLt D 	 Eodbaci as at tnnexure -1. It is 



o;?e11 ettf 	the jufg[.et of t 	Hob 

ucj.E Court in t he case of Krishra I3rasaf Guota vs. 

otroltcr riatiiq a ,-Ij Statio:ary i99) 1 

:i absejuent jufrre:Ls that this roura1 has ro 

sctiO:1 to oass such rfas as oht for. 

Ljj.heve agrees to this ani. requests tit the 

he returiicf to the 1-i1wa 	so 

	

I  /$ 	
t.E puLsUe the matter befe the appropriate 

	

" 	orw.rii U 
-- 
'? 	•:c 	ii 

the 1int of te saomissiDfl of hr..Sheve, 

N. TTT fispef of. LC viw o the fIa1 

C. ipossl, .taL1i oraer st-:-s vacdteo • 'Iiic 75p€rs 

. rtui 	to .r .hevoe. 	o costs. 

Sd/— 	 Sd!- 

irr rakrishlcLi) 


