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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL,JAIPUR BENCH· 

JAIPUR. 

O.A. Noe915/92 Date of order 1 s:.1 O .-92 

Mahavir Prasad &Ors." .. "' . 
v~. 

Union of India &Or~.· * • • Respondents. 

Mr,..S.I<.Jain ••• counsel for the applicante 

None present for the respondents~-

CORAM 

HON~BLE ~1fii$JUSTICE D~L~MEHTA,VICE-CHAIRMAN., 

HON~BLE MReB.B.MAHAJAf\J,AOMINISTRATIVE ~1ErBER. 

PER HON'BLE·B.8.MAHAJAN" 

Mahavir Prasad & Ors.have filed t·his OJ\.for 

quashing the order of their retrenchment an,d directing 

the respondents to absorb them on the line~ of the 

orders issued in the case of Mobile Bookin~ Clerks 

on 17.12,91. As per facts stated in the OA~the applican~~ 

were appointed as Mobile Ticket Collectors; on 30e6.83; 

Fearing their termination iii tna yoar 198!.i,, tho 1.Jostern 

Railway Employees Union,filed a writ petit~on before the 

Rajasthan High Court Jaipur Benell and the ,same 1Jas 

dismissed on 24~ 1,.BS on tha grourd that the petitioner 

Union cannot espouse the cause of 14 persqns who were not 

members of tho Union. The applicant filed an O.A.before 

thG Tribunal titled Suresh Chandar Vs.U.O~I.as O.A. 

i'lo .. 91/88 .. The same was dismissed by thG Tribunal on 

24.10
0
88 on the ground of delay. The app1icants have 

now filed this application on the plea that the Railways 
~-

had engaged volunteers/Mobile Soaking 
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I 

.1 

:1 
terms and conditions as of the ~etitioners a~d the 

lj 
:1 

. 'I 
Calcutta Bench of the Tribuhal in its order dated 

··1 
:1 

26.3.86 Samir Kumar Mukherjee & Ors. Vs.Gen~ral 
,I 

Manager~ Ea~tern Railway & Ors.held that th~ Volunteer 
·1 

Ticket Collects shouJJ be treated as Tempora1ry Employees 
:i 
;j 
ii 

and also entitled for other benefits. 

2. 

:1 . 
·I 

We have heard the counsel for the applibant. 
,I 
:: 

Since th~ application on tha same point aboJ~ qua~hing 
,j ,, 

the order of termination had earlier been dikmissed ,, ., 
;\ 

by the Tribunal on 24.10.88, that decision ~buld 
I 

operate as res-judicata and no fresh applic~~ion 
,j 

·1 

on the sama point can now be entertained. o~be the 

:1 

retrenchment of the applicants in the Year i~s4 is 
I 

,I 

treated as final no ground survives for regularising 
.J 
:1 

their services particularly after a lapse o~ more 
;I 

than 8 Years. The orders of tha Railway Boa~~ dated 
I 
I 

17.12.91, Annexure :A-2 apply to the Mobile :~coking 
'I !f 

Clerks and not to posts of Mobils Ticket Co~lectors 

which the applicants were ~ holding. The :lplea 
:1 
:1 

for asking the Railway Board to prepare a s~milar 
ii 
II 

scheme in the case of applicants does not a~ise as 
i 

the applicants had ceased tb be in the empldyment of 
.1 
:i 

the respondents Since 1984. The ap~licants ~ad also 
,j 
,I 

moved the Hon'ble Supreme Court by a Writ P~tition ·l 
:I 
1 

under Article 32 of the Con5titution of India. 
:f 
;j 
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The learned counsel for the applicant has shown a copy 

of the order of the Hon'bls·Supreme Court dat~d 14.9.92 

which reads as under : 

urn view of the recant decision in Piara 
Singh's case (JT 1992 (5) SC 179) the learned cou11sel 
for the petitioner~ wants to withdraw this petition 
stating that the petitioner~ would. approach the 
appropriate forum for the· reliefs claimed in ~his 
writ petition. The writ petition is dismissed' as 
withdrawn .. 

Ths case of Piara Singh does not apply in the: facts 

and circumstances of this case as tha applicants had 

ceased to Cbethe employee .of re~pondents since 1984e 

Therefore.,the benefit of Piara Singh's case cannot 

be extended to the applicants • The application is 

accordingly dismissed in limine. 

(h.,~----/,~ -
(8. 8. r·1aha jam) v ~ 
r1ember (~dm.) Vice-Chairman .. 
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