
IU THE GEUI'R.r...L l-illHINISTRATIVE t'RIBUUAL, JAIPTJR BEHCH, J,~~IPTJR. 

Date of Dec is i·:)n: 12.9. 94. 

OA 299/94. 

S URESH r::H.i\ND DUBEY • • • APPLIC.~:JT • 

vs. 
TJl:UON OF INDIA & orHEP.S • • • RE.3 POl:lDE!JI' S • 

CCRAM: 

HOlT 'BLE 11F~. JUSTICE D .L. MCHrl~, VICE Cri?~IRH.~U. 
HOH'BLE HISS USHA SEH, t£!,BER (A). 

F·:-r the Appli.::ant • • • SHRI ASHOK GAUR. 

For the Respondent.; • • • NottE • 

PEP. H01 1 i3LE l·lR. JUS'I'ICE D .L. I-'!Effi'A, VICE CHA.IR~ 

Heard the 1-earn.::d C•:J11nse 1 for the applics.nt. APt:-li.:::·3nt •s 

contenti•Jn i:: th·:':it he h:ts filed the obje•:tions ;,.nnex•J.re A-5 dated 

an:l Anru:xure h.-7 d·3ted 16.5.94. His ·=>bjecti•Jns have been filed 

bl!fore the Dy. •::.0.3 ., \'lestern Raih1ay, Kot.a • 

..... 
~· 

Cffi.:r-: r and the Enqui~~ Of:Eicr:- r 'Hill de.: ide the objc;c·r: ions 

by the applicant. If the En:J •J.iry Officer f~ils to d~Scide the 

objecti.:·na then the apr·licant \'!ill h~ve a ri9ht ·to approach the 

Tribun.s.l again. Ho¥Tever, \-Je think that the En•::;r.lir_i Officer 

1:1ill not give him .;m opport;.mity tc· d.:) so an:1 he will decide the 

objections a~ • .::ordin;J to l.:n . .;. 

3. The OA stand.s disp,:>s·=d of -~ccordin-Jly \-lith no o.r1er a3 

to costs. 

{;IJL 
( USHA SEN ) 
HEt1BER (A) 

I 

~Q_ lt-.1U--1f 
( D .L. MEHI'A ) 
VICE C'HAIP.Mli.N 

--------~~- ~ --~ . 

• 


