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CENTRA!. .ADf.tiN ISTRA TIVE TRIBU f.jAl 
JODHPUR BENCH, JODHPUR1 

ORIGif.JAl APPLICATION ~iO. 219/2004 

•••• APPl.IC.At"T 

VERSUS 

Union of India through the Secretary)v1inistry of Railways, 
Rail Bhtiwan, Nev\1 Delhi. 
The General rv1anagerf North-West Raiht,ray: Jaipur. 
D ;,,.;""l·,...,.,.,l R""l·h- 1 "''<.1 Ml""..,;:;i"IF>"' i\l"""r+L-, 'li'a..=.l. R"'J.I"~'"'\' -..=.~lh·-ur t1:r l~ Vi iO '-u s /-:1 a# i! · ~! !u~-d I l\!l_.!lt * •. J ;r ~~~.j ... ~~!- • '":..ii:!. iilli".:j f; Jtlth P .. 
The Chief Work Shop t"ianager, North-West Railway, 
~ ~l' Jounpur. 

Brief!}; stated the facts of the case are as folkw.•s: = 

The applicant Firm~ Khan1 claims that he is a diploma 

holder in mechancial branch having passed the examination from 

"ch·~ Government Polytechk, Jodhpur with Roil No. 31205 and a 

Certificate to .that effect issued on 28. 7.1992 with Enrolment No. 

88/2475 filed at ,t.,nnex .. A./1. It is further maintained that the 

appliamt belongs to OBC category who has completed training 

under the Apprentice ,L,ct, 1961 held at Basic Training Centre at 

Northern Railway V.Jorkshop, Jodhpur, a Certificate to which 

effect has been issued vide a copy placed at Annex. A/3 under 

the signature of Works t"lanager (ivi&P). It is the grievance of 
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belonging to the eligible category applied for the same, could not 

get his application ~ntertained and subsequently! came to know 

that it ·was because he ·was a diploma holder and thus possessed 

naore than the required qua!ifict:1tion. According· to the applicant, 

respondent No. 1 the l\1inistry of Railv·mys1 through the General 

fVjanager, N.W. Railway, Jaipur the Divisional RaHvvay Manager, 

Jodhpur and the N.VV. 

Railway, respondents No. 21 3_, and 4 have issued a letter to a!! 

21.6.2004 that those 

apprentices Act courses can be engaged as substitutes in Group 

appropriate form and therefore the Tribunal should issue 

necessary direction to the respondent No. 4 not to reject the 

., application form of the applicant for possessmg higher 

quaiifk:ation. 

2. Paragraph 8 of the reiief dau~e runs as follovvs and may 

be quoted in detail:-

"'S. The .~pplicant most resr,;-ectfully prays that an appropriate vrder 
or directicm mcy please be issued to the respondent> not to reject the 
application forTn of th€S p.P5ki:itli.Jr~er on oolng mor~ qw:illfl~d. r~: ~sf 
furtnl5r prayed tn~t re~pm1dEn~ m~y pleEl~B t;e direeted to consider 
the J:Jppi!cat!on of t-hi!! applicant aiongwli:h oth~rs. HI!!! further pr~ys 
that cost may please be a·warded to the appiicant."" 

3. The matter was taken up earlier on 14. 9. 2004 vvhen after 
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