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2..hetheL it 	-jrcuiatcd to all the •3enches of the 
Cnti:a. dminiStrativc L'ribunal or not? INC 
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I 



CLT2Y.AL 	INSrPIVE rRLF3'JNAL, 
CJTIC1 3H:OUTCK. 

t 	170 	a2&43 3ind773:f1996 

& 

7 :?ne~l 404 3f 197 

Cuttack, this the 2Ch day ;f S etnibt:r, 20G. 

C )2M 

H.)N'3LL SHRI S)MNATH SCM, ?IOI1N 
AM 

H.)N'BLE HI G.N.R,IMH, M *̀M -3 Rf YUDICIAL) 

Sri anoJ VuraaL Sahooag€ 9 13 ycrr, son of Sri ahu 9 a 
ho cf viI1gc/-atia, Via-3hubaflewar-751 305, 

PChandrsekharjjuZ, tist.'Zhurda. 

)A No153/9ã 

Rarx3t Yurta Nath, aac9 20 years, son uf ?aUa' 
L1iage 1zar, -.-.i'adhuoan Hat, 

tist .Jajjur. 

In A156 

Subhprakah iiishra.aged 20 years, sOn of Ha-rihax Mishr 
f ztJ?)-Ka1arahanga, .Sianc!eswar. DjSt.KhulO. 

anab Krr sahoo,aged hut 16 years, 
f Gurarga 	h3 if village Gadazana - .anhcr, 

S, 	Mflcheswar, tiFt.(hUida. 

In W Nc158/96 

j pxmcd 	of Thri ShooO. age 2 y'ars, 	nKar ShO    
f vlI-.Jasola, 	)farikunda, IsJgtinghpur, 

DIS ttiCtJaget5iflghpUr 

13ishru CThaan Bai, aged arout 23 	Son of Buri 
3 	 . f Vi1l/P.-aikarauL. 	Shandaka 

1-t.4hucda, 

409ó 
ti JritEndi a KUia L3i, aged 13 jeai, or of Gadhar 

-4- 	 ngmtia, -..1anchesWar 	4 

DJ5t-1 .t-Khurda. 
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In )A No.161/96 

Gangadhr M.hahho 1  iged 34 years, son of <anu 
Mohabhoi of At/.)-iiar9hanga P.5-3huoane'war-5, 

.S-'1anchcswar, itJhurda. 

In 3? No.162/9 6 

Ahirnanyu E3eura,agedhut 2 years, son of Aiekh 
Chandx 3cua of vi11ge Jariatna, .D-3arirrund, 
Maflcheswar, L1st.KhurQ. 

Kanhu Ch -iran tJy&,geR 	ut 30 yas, 
son of 3araj Nayak of viiiage/-Laxminarayanpur, 
? S-iip1Lri5t.Puri. 

5496 

Niranjan Nath,aged aoOut 2 ycazs, 
son of i1ekha Nath of vi1ge Lrzpu, r.-adhuoan 
Hat,V-Kab.rux, 

Kenhi1a! Sh&ma, aged aoout 30 years, ,on 
Of Raiachric1ra Sharna of village Rangarnatia, P.-Mencheswar 
RS. £.;-Mancheswar, Dist.Khuda. 

In JA No.166/96 

Sri Lasana Kuar sahoo,.3ged 23 years, son of 
Nakula Shou of angatLa, ?nrzcswar R*,. 
£.Sanch(swar, Dis,.KhuCa 

C1intman Sahoo,gcd &uut 26 y c a r s 	n of 
j3hinaSen Sahcio of At/P: -3arthaund, i .5Manches r, 
Dis trit-Khu:a, 

In OA NO.168/96 

Snosh Yumer Nataged ab.ut 20 years, son of Dib&car 
Nath of At/R-Kalarahanga, P.S-Manches3j, Dist.V!urda. 
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in 34 t'19/96 

C1itny 	ayak,aged but 23 years, son of Rah 
!!Tk f Vi1ljij-Kaitha, Via-Chtta, P.S-Mah.nga, 
L•istrict-utt.ck. 

in 

saho,ged about 27 years, on of 
risl1n Chanoxa Saho of village Jaypur, P.-3elgh!-

) . -3arng, Dist.Uttk. 

2/96 

EuTiari Rrinani 5ahoo, aged 30 years, /o Purna  
Char!dra Sahoo 

2. 	2bu.Li Ku. Sah ,agd 22 ye ars, son of 
urraChndi ej $ahoo 

33th of village Gada)cna, .anzhewar R.., 
£.S-Mancheswar, 3cubaneswar-17, Dist.Vhurda. 

_) 

jridxdflath Muduli,aged 22 years, son of £3j 
Nidli, of vilidge G.act&can3, £..j-Manchtsr R.S.,, 
ir~9,41 alnchcswar, 3hubaneswar17,Digt.Khurda 

2 	Uendra Kuiir Narida,aged 22 years, son of Mahndra 
Nanda and Smt.Kunt-i Devi Village Gadakana, 
Mchcswar R.5.,, P,S-Mchcswar,3hubafleswar..1 7, 
IJist.Fhurda. 

2P°• 1iii 
iudhistir 	aged ao.,ut 32 	 rn of Kshetrabasj 
3tij, Vii l-cakanab P3-?encheswar R.S.,Dist.yhurq9 

JL 

Sri Patttapaban Pal,aged about 32 years, son of 
arinthu ai, Vil1-Kazj?tna, ?.•UttanPUr, 
.S-?xeap Taqari, Dit.Cuttack 

Ir JA N•.434/97 

is 	SLben3xa Sahoc,ged ehcut SC years, son of ).ate 
3!in ar Sah:0 

2. 	Snt.Bt,idhi i3ewa alias ahoo,agd aoout ,0 years, 
D/ 1te Han Sahco 
3Dt! 	village Gadakana, samil angar:iatia, p.- 

n1sax r,s., P.-anchsw:, Iit.Fhu:da, 
)rj s sa 

iLIONTS 



-4- 

Vrs. 

jfl 311 the 	s€ 

UniCJn of InGia, excented through its 5rctary 

iinistry f Rai1aYs. .ail Bhfl, N; 

uth E;t€xfl Rai1ay4 rp;esentC Lh:h 

1t Gencr.1 Manag€t, 	dEfl Re3Ch1 	Jutt-73O 043 

Chief 	kOP Managers Cch Rariflg 	rkshoP, 

Manciswar, ?.3IthnhesWar 	Dist.Khuraa. 

Deputy OjrirnissiIr, i.ail C irciiflatisdll 	xofficiD 
Deputy EecLetJY to Govrflnent., TransOrt Dep.3rtrflflt 

)Li5a, BhjflaneS -ir 

for 	j1icant - MIS DhflC5WaZ Mohanty1 
Srikflt3 fla&' 
B .Moptra 
p1<..Mishra 

;cyCate fz;r resçner1tS - Mr..Y.iShta, 
RaL iay Advcc a- 
esporentS 1 tD 3 in 

oS .154 tO 165 and 773/95 

Ms.S 	ittri,a1k, 
for ResPDndents 1 to 3 in 
.A Nos.166 to 170/96 and  

A NoS.432 & 433 of 1996, and 
A No.1 	fld 404 f 1997 

And 
Mr .'.MOhaflty G'Crrflnt voc.ta 

for ReS?ndent n3.4 in 
all th 	.As. 

\ 	
J R 

sNZ.TiM. 

Ihese twertjWO cases have been hcar. 

sea  
A. but the a)1iaT)tS axe iiliy i'td 

and have made Similar averTCnL with jdefltiCEl prar. 

£he res n9t$ ha 	filed Identical countcrs • In 

of t1'i, one order will co:er al l  these cases. For 



c.flsjdering the issues ra;ed, facts of JA No.154 of 199G 

are being sct out in deLail. Facts of other cases will 

be referred to brif1y in respc-t. of disLiflguihinq features 

in those Ca5E. 

2. in )A 	154 of 1936 the peti.tjcner is a 

permanent lesident. of vi11ag Gdakana, Sarri1 Rangeetja 

in the district of Khurda. He has stateCA  that his land 

of Ac.0.31 dec. was acquiied by the respondents for 

estallshr.ent if C.riae Repair workshc, rancheswar, 

in L..Case N.41 of 	37 and comcnsation as paid to 

him on 29.3.1938. ihe a.p.liant has stated that as he 

is a displaced persJn, tic is entiLLlcd to c1oen1L 

essiance. Hc has Left r:rd Lu ttl  iffererc circulars f 

thE ail?.a 3oard which envisage pLvidingof such erpIoyent 

ejnce to Cisced jcrsns. iu is 	thEe sL&e 

that Laric Acquisition CDllect.x., ?uri, in hj letter 

dted 14.7.133 Annexurc-R/1 to the c;'nter) has forwarded 

the nmes f 22 diced pc:.ons and the nare of the 

appiicaflts fther appears against serial no.4 ofthis 

list. It is further stated that in 3.A.No.257 of 1J 

.hc jrjbna1 in thetz oider dated 7.12.119L had djr.cted 

the respondents to 	nider çrovidir 	rployvent atrre 

to the ap1icnt in that .A., end in the conteyt of the 

above he has prayed for a dircccin to rsc:ndent Ri1way 

authori t..Les t 	ovide employnen t asis Lance to the ajiuicaflt. 
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3. thE 	irt in th other 	have 

de iiT.iiar a'errnt5. Frrarn the plc 	nr it pcar 

chat apart frrri th 1jt scn. oy tho Lanc Acuiit1on 

O1cctL in i4.7.16, teut CormisonL, Ri1 	-in 

r: 	i1t •f 15 .1,)ei Fons in his lett 	dated 17.9.193 

ihIch is a1s. a tart o the pleadIngs.Frm these ecojds 

j.c scen' LriL 1and 	accUiEd rX.)m Khatc N27/2E 

i.27/36 fr:rn to p1bs, PJ-oL Nis.4665 nd 3313 

nd t.hc 1.jnr 	o t thc 	.rr1  of 0.0½ to 0.005 dccirs 

in 	 of 	Nos.17 anO 404 of 1997, were 

j4 rc9 frJn these two p1ct. rhcz' is sore discrepny 

wLth reqaLd to the n&es of sre cf theaplcantc 

flC'ntiOflC 

 

in thE twO lists and the-se w1i be ief'rred to 

Iatc:. In th 	o cntext cf thc:V, t1 apD1iants 

b?e comE up with the jrcye: similer tc the ptycr of 

th 	p1icant in )A No.154 of 1996 

4. Re spor lent aiiws have f iled, 	 1 

countc:s jn  all  theEe cases 	hey have taken the szand 

that lands 	accuireo fx: csto1ishing the 9riage 

Rir 	kfht Mancheswar. At tiat tim€. for 

rcth cO-OiQiflat 	 y n between -hc 	ils 	the the 

Govc.rnnc.nt had apointCd an 5tat Government, the  

officer desqriated as Deputy Commissioner, Rli Co 

)rriation and cx officio Deputy ecrctary to CoVerflnflt 

of 3risa in the CommeXc<x ixaflspoLt Depaitccnt. 

h' coty CommisioflCr, raii Coordirati3fl in his 

Lcttcr 	t 	i1.5l932, which is also there jr, th p1cirgs, 

list of 	r cors 	lands have been 

qUirEd for 	biiC't3 Carrice Repair Workshop 



r'hs.ar. For the purpose of providing emp1orer.t 

FiStaflCe to thcrr, 	lcction Comznittce was conn.tiLuted  

ce 	 in which apart frc Railway officials, 

Sub-I.jvLiona1 3ffice, hunewer, 'is a reraher. 

Sc1ction Lok place on four 13ccariCnes on 2g.11.g82, 

L.1C.14, 17.10.1934 and 16G.1985. Altogether 17S 

cndidte 	crcd at the. int€rview out of which 97 got 
Of feLed 

eccted arid 	:i ernp1oyrflnt assistanIce and after th 

Eourth 	lctjn the fi3:: .as closed So fr as 

assiseanc t. ac peison- is cnccrred.rhereafter 

the Land Accjs.tin •)ffice, Puri, in his lCtt(X dt.cL 

1'.7.1933 sent a list. Lf 22 crsons Dtj Comrsjciner, 

j I CoordinatIn a10 s€flt 	liSt f 	j sOfl in 

IS l€ttcx dated i7.9.1993. £hc  resj.ondcnts have Sr 

thit ELr ppointnent of 97 pe:sJns arid CIOsULC of he 

Eil€, tie tc Govcrrir:eflt had wiicri letter dcLA 

6.1 .1939 stating that th iailways have teker. all the 

eligible diSplEtced personS. in this letter it ;:as furth 

sLated that inuiy 1988 General 	 re the 

Cif inisLer to ke roposai for ahrrption of 230 

le out of Lb 	enr3iflg 4300 applici¼rs. The 

State G r'rreflt in this iett.c w-IntCe,  the Railways tc 

t& urrcr1t action with tgr to these 20C ieo1e. 

: 	-Lj—esond€nts have furth'r strt.ed tht. as 

all tt a eliGiole ersofl ha"o hr jiven appi:inrrt andl 

:at Covernn,erit: have also said so, the question 
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of qiving f tbLi.  ern3 

i 

flCC do not

f 

 

ficer 
ar 	The he tateO Lht aflÔ  

is not authOrid t 	 22 persCflS dicct1Y to the 

Ch:f orksho' MaCCE. It j fuLrCr 	&d that 

thc Scheme of the Rii'aY 	S in th  rtUre of gi';ing 

ernp13Cflt at 	to disp1aCd CtSOflS and thiS 

r1es not confer a jerri.flET)t right on the 	L5OflS tO 

get abshCd in the kai1:JYS. On the ahov grounds, 

the resondcnt8i1Y5 have 0p)3Fed the pr ayer of the 

in these 

5. 	have heard ShrI nt %:ar Mohanty, 

the ir'd COnSEl fr the pcttt1nerE Shi .Y. 

Mishra 	peflg fDT r çondefltR8i1Y5 in 3.N3-5.1 54, 

to 	and 773 of 1996 and Madarn S.L.Patn .k appc-arirJ 

for 	
in 3J.oS.1&G to 170,462 	483 

of 199 and A Nos.l' and 404 of 1997, and 5hri K.C. 

Mohanty, the lrneci GoverflEflt AdvocatE appearing 

fDL the State GoverflIeflt jfl all the 	aflc have also 

psrused the :ecordz. the learned counsel for the 

haS rclied. on to oecisi-fl of this j3eflCh pc,tit,  Jr 

 of the IribUni in tne Case of Debendra 	V. South 

E5trn Aailvlay  and othç 	A N3.98 of 1994 	decided 

on 10,9.1995. and the caf Of 3abaIi SahO2.  V. SoUth 

astrn RaiLwaY and thC, JNo.257 of 1994 - decided 

on 7.12.1995. He has aiEo relied on the fol1owng 

decjSiOflS 

U) 	
state of unjab aandOthers, v. S-rinder yumar 

and others, AIR 11 9902 SC 1593; 



S!reeharan Kallat V. Lnion of India an 

others, AIR 1996 SC 640; 

) 	K.Ajit 3abu and oLer v. Jnion of Incl.ia  arid 

others, AIR 1997 	327?; 

$tte of 	issa V. Han Behera and another, 

t.L) 'aLR 236;  

S.I.Roop1l nd anot:her v. G3vrn3r throuqh 

Chief Secretary, 'elhj an 

AIR 1999 Sc 54: and 

Mharashtra VikrIkr Karrachari Sngathn 

v. State of Maharashtra and another, 

AIR 2300 SC 622. 

c have pcLUFed these decisions. The learned counsel for 

th 	etjtjoncxs has filed with a memo the relevant 

circulars of th€. Railway 2oard rovioirig for employrient 

assistance 'nd w& have gone thiough thc same. 3efore 

-nsidering the submissions made by the 1erned counsel 

for bath cides, the roviions of the SChaeme of the Railways 

for rJVic1ing crnployznent assistance in Conflectior 

\ 
	 th cuisiti-on of land will have  to -he noted. 	3efore 

doing that ft 	neccsry to note the,  we have in our 

xder dated 20S.2 	disposed of an:thcr batch of 

seventeen c af c s beaning -,LA.N.s.137 to 153 of 196 •nd 

I 	in .agraph B of that ordcr we have noted in dtpi1 

tb.e 	 the 	- errf 	is :-rvispged by the 

Railways Lr thi: different circulars, In view,  cf h 

it j rt flCsrv orc a.i'n t rcfsr to all the 

elemEnts o: the sccme 3nly the important joint ca', be notee 
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Pirt1y, c Lyment a isne is t b 	rithrer3 

in Case f 1ag 	 c.Ujsjti)n of land for proje't. 

Fror thj 	i 	it that for aculsjt.jon of sn1I 

arceI : 	en in a jrtiu1ar area, 	p13yt ar 

L n. unv 	e -,nri1y, it 

 

if,  Mcr)tioncrltht 

Land Aiition eview 03 Itt 	njdexd thc 

quc.tn  of Gcvrnr'nt 'r5ibiIiLy f 	hao1itticn 

of evjctd fairilics 	a res1t f cquitor, of end 

for rjc-'tc. in i-he SCherC 	i 	rov.dd that the 

individu1 oncexned 	h.v br. ui ' 1z'ec1  hioi1f 

r he h3uid be t.hc son/daughter/wrd/f of 	jers:Dn 

djs1cd from land c- n 	urt of eccuiLtjn f 

ZflC by th€ Roil..ay fo: th 	xoie't. 	:t i 

JcI 	Lhat thI5 disçcntj - n shoud be lirrjcd t 

Le- rujt-aent ranc frr utide in dirt reruitrrt 

categircs end t 	hc fi:t r rurent : 	r a 
)Eric-d of t1'. yc - 	ft' 	;h 	 f 

h - ?'L i later. 	 pn whohev drjve 

	

ben'fj thxc- ugh the Stat 	)VC :n'n Ln th 

altntt- 	lLj'b:e l3fld j1l not. bc c- 

nc-i 

 

will have to go Lhruh p: :ma 

recruitrrcnt 	:edu 	•d hvc 	hc f:rr uib 

by the a iropriet rE-eruLLtn 
I 	 in 

Serial No. 325 of 1987 it has been mentioned that Zi 

a question has been raised whether persons who have 

got cash comensatjon through the Stte Goverri.ment should 

e considered for emplt3yIflent in the Railways, it 
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has been ordered that the Zonal Railway should take a 

III 	decjio.. os, j j1UaL. requebt taxing into account the 

extent of Iprid acquizd, amount of CoMpenLatiWi paiu, 

size o-f-  the family to be supported, etc.(emphasjs 

supplied). In another letter dated 22.3.1985 which 

II 	was circularised as Estab1isnent Serial No.341 of 1987, 

the question of providing employment assistance in case 

of acquisition of property belonging to Hindu undivided 

family has been considered and it has been clarified 

that only one member per family would be considered and 

in case the land gets divided amongst the members of 

the Hindu undivided family and such division had taken 

place shortly before acquisition, only one member of the 

undivided family should get employment assistance and 

in case of persisting dispute amongst the divided family 

members, no offer of employment assistance should be 

made. In another circular dated 10.11.1989 filed 

by the lea.ned counsel for the petitioners it has been 

laid down that in case of acquisition of land where employment 

assistance is justified a notification should be isd 

locally where the land is acquired calling for applications 

from eligible persons. This notification should 

clearly indicate the date by which such applications 

should be submitted and a reasonaole period of time 

should be allowed and it should be made clear that xxx 

no application received af4er the specified date will 

be entertained. 
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6. The purpose of mentioning the above salient 

points of the scheme is to underscore the point that the 

Scheme does not confer a vested right on the evicted/displaced 
families to get job in the Railways. Even in the case 

of compassjc,nate appointment, the Hon'ble Supreme Court 

have held that right to get employment in such a case 

is not a vested right. In case. of establisent of major 
Railway project in which large scale acquisition of 

land is involved, displaced/evicted families are entitled 

for consideration for jobs in the Project. Obviousiy, 

after the project has been established with full 

complement of stiff, the Räilwiy authoricjo5 cannot be 

reasonably expected to c reate posts for giving employment 

assistance to such persons. 

7. The other aspect of the matter is that 

the persons whose lands have been acquired must be those 

who have been ev±cted and displaced frixn their lands. 

In the instant cases, the lands of the applicants or 

of those through whom the applicants claim for jobs, 

in village Gadakana. Sdnil Rangamtja have been acquired, 

but these applicants are still continuing in village 

Gadakana. Therefore, it cannot be held that they have 

been evicted/displaced. It is submitted by the learned 

counsel for the petitioners that as the lands of the 
jfii J 	Al A, 

spp1icants, they must be taken to have been displaced 

from that portion of the land which has been acquired 

and which was in their possession earlier. In these 
Cases generally one (1) to two (2) decimals of land 

have been acquired. In one case,j.e., OAN0.159 of 1996 

only ½ decimal of land has been acquid. There is nothing 
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in the scheme that even when such minute portion of 

land is acquired, the person whose land is acquired 

thereby gets a right to be considered for job in the 

project which is set up by the Railways. In these 

Casts, the Land APquisition Collector, Pun, in his 

letter dated 14.7.1988 had sponsored the njes of 22 

persons, Their lands have been acquired in 1987 and 

there is nothing on record as to why these applicants 

did not approach the Tribunal before 1996. In respect 

of 15 names forwarded in the letter dated 17.9.1993 it 

must be held that the Project having already been 

established and the first recruitment and the two years 

period having been already over, the Railways were not 

obliged to consider these cases for employment assistance, 

S. In OA No.158 of 1996 the applicant is one 

Rabindra Kumar Nath, son of Prahallad Nath. The applicant 

has stated that his name was forwarded by the Land 

Acquisition Collector in his letter dated 14.7.1988. 

From this we find that name of Brundaban Nath, son of 

Prahallad Nath has been forwarded by the Land Acquisition 

Collector. From this it is clear that the name of the 

applicant's brother has been forwarded and the applicant 

is also claiming as the son of Prahallad Nath. In view 

of this, the case of this applicant cannot be considered 

in terms of the instructions of the Railway Board noted 
applicants 

by us earlier. In OA Nos. 159 and 160 of 1996/Bishnu 

Charan Bai and Jitendra Kunar Bai are claiming employment 

assistance on the ground that 0.001i decimal of land 

belonging to Bhranarbar Pal has been acquired. A1jcant 
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in O.A.No.159 of 1996 has stated that Bhramarbar Pal 

is his uncle and he is claiming through him. Applicant 

in OA No.160 of 1996 has claimed that Bhramarbar Pal 

is his grandfather and through him he is claiming employment 

assistance. In view of this, in terms of the Scheme no 

employment assistance is to be provided in these two 

cases at all. In QA No. 483 of 1996 there are two 

applicants, Rabindranath Muduli, son of Baja Muduli, 

and Upendra Kunar Nanda, son of Mahendra Nanda.From 

the pleadings it appears that in the list of displaced 

persons sent on 11.5.1982 against name of Baja Muduli, 

father of applicant no.1 was mentioned against serial 

no.31 and the name of Mahendra Nanda, father of applicant 

no.2 was mentioned against serial no.5 in the sane list. 

Against serial no.31 in which name of father of applicant 

no.1 appears, there were five other names and all of 

them appeared before the Selection Committee on 29.11 .1992 

and were found unsuitable. In the second selection held 

on 17.10.1984 all the displaced persons against serial 

no.31 were called. Baja Muduli appeared along with 

others and was declared unsuitable and one Janalcar Sihu, 

H son of Dhadi Sahu, whose name appears against serial no.31 

and one Kunja Muduli, son of Sana Muduli were found 

suitable. As employment assistance has been provided to 

the persons found suitable against the names mentioned 

against serial no.31 and 3aja, father of applicant no.1 

was found unsuitable, the applicant no.1 cannot claim 

employment assistance as this is not a vested right. 	i 	kA 

Applicant no.; Mahendra Nanda, father of applicant no.2 
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nomimated one Sarat Kumar Sahu as his adopted son, but 

he was again found unsuitable. In the selection held 

in 1985 Ajthaya Nanda, son of Bata Nanda, Krushfla Nanda 

and Krushna Chandra ?arida, dependant of Kunti Bevi 

were found suitaole and were given employment assistance. 

As employment assistance has already been proviaed against 

seri.a1 no.5 and as Mahendra Nanda had earlier nominated 

Sarat IKunar $ahu as his adopted son, who was found 
again 

ursuitle, applicant no.2 cannot/claim employment 

assistance. The prayer of these two applicants in QA 

No.433 of 1996 is rejected. 

9. In JA No.17 of 1997 Yudhistir Bhoi, 

sO!1 of Khetrabasi Bhoi had claimed employment assistance. 

In tne jt 	l .5 .:L98, which is not enc losed 

by trie respondents but which is available in the 

pleadings of 	NO. 483 of 1996, the nne of the appli;ant's 

Latner Khetrabasi Bhoi appears agait.it seridi. no.24 

along wttn 4 otherS, all sons of Gati Bhoi. the 

esJondefltS have stated that in response to this, Khetrabasi 

and- Eansidhar Bhoi nominated tieir son Yudhistir Bhoi, 

ttie present applicant and Jagabanclhu Bnoi. In the 

geLtin 7agabancflU Snoi was found suitable and 

was given employmeit assistance and the applicant was 

not found SUitable. As one person from tne holding nz 

ee 	 employment airiee anu te 

hau0mce r>eea found unsuitable, he cannot once again 

claim employment assistance. On this ground also, 

theprayer of the applicant in OA No.17/97 is rejected. 
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In OA No. 404 of 1997 Sibendra Saho, son 

of *XUJX Bhimasen Sahoo and Smt.Budhi Bewa alias 

Sahoo, daughter of late Hari Sahoo are the applicants. 

Apparently, on payment of compensation to the applicants, 

there were litigations before the learned Sub-Judge, 

Shubaneswar, who m ordered payment of compensation to 

the applicants. The Civil Revision carried to the Hon'be 

High Court was dinissed. In these Cases the applicants 

have come up almost 20 years after their lands have been 

acquired and in the meantime the first recruitment and 

the period of two years are also over and this being 

not a vested right, the applicants cannot be allowed to 

agitate the matter after sh long lapse of time. 

The learned counsel for the petitioners has 

relied on two decisions of this 3ench in Debendra Sahoo's 

case (supra) and Babaji Sahoo's case (sura. In our 

order dated 20.9.2001 in UA Nos.137 to 153 of 1996, we 

have analced these twj Ce.51Un5 and have noted that 

dra ahoo's case sura 	£rbunal h41.d 

Lnat t.ct.Ly n cs there is no scoe for vng 

.he relief rtYCd f.r ol the aplicant. VLit decision 

herre does not go to suport the cases of the 

.resent alicants. Babaji Sahoo's case (supra) 

is clearly distinguishable because in that case the 

land of the applicant was 	uj red in 1989 as nL)ted by 

the Tribunal and therefore, the Tribunal taking note of 

the fact that 3w no public notice, as envisaged under 
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the 1989 Circular, has been issued, directed consideration 

of the case of Babaji Sahoo. That decision is clearly 

distinguishable. The decisions cited by the learned 

counsel for the petitioners have been discussed in our 

order dated 20.9.2001 in OA Nos.137 to 153 of 1996. In 

consideration of that and in the light of our discussions 

aborn, we hold that the Cases of the applicants before 

us in these twentytwo O.As. are similar to the applicants 

in OA Nos. 138 to 153 of 1996 and therefore, our order 

in the earlier batch of cases will also cover these 

12. in the light of the above, we hold that 

the Original Applications are without any merit and the 

se are rejected. No COStS. 
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