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Date of Ord.::r CP 92/94(UA 13/91) 

12.1.95 N.)n::: prezent oryb.::half of the applicant. 

Counsel for the respondents. 

ThE Tribunal had passed an ord•3r in o •. ~. No. 

13/91 on 2.1:.!.93 vlho~r.ein t\·Jo directL:.,ns \'.1-::re given to 

the respond~nts. One related to fi)~tion of responsi-

bility of the offic.:::rs \·ih·:· :::tpparently cc.rnmitted 

irr·~guL~ri ties in the recrui trr.ent proce:e.:iin.;J·s and 

taking action against them after giving them an 

c·pportuni ty ·:·,£ bein9 h3-:trd. The otho~r direction was 

incurred by him and inconvenienc.:: caused t.:. him on 

acc.:,unt ·:·f ap]_:-earing in the examin:..tion which vias 

subsequently cancelled en account of irregularities. 

Ther-==: \'laS a further ·:Urecti-::-.n that the compensation 

to }:.e 1:·-~id should 1:~ recover,:::d from the offic~rs '\·Tho 

u-:-r~ responsible- f•.)r the ir r>E::gulari ties in ~ sui table 

prop.:.rtion tc• be fixed by the respond•:mts .. F..3.il\•Tays. 

2. suo ~ contem1=•t proceejings ~-Tere initiated 

a·;rainst th•El r·:::spondents by the Tribunal on the ground 

that the directions of the Tribunal had not b~en 

and the r-:spc.ndents have be~n apprisin·;;J the TribLm3.l 

abc.ut the steps beino;;r t.::;k-:m by them for impl.::menta ti.:m 

of th·= directions of the Triblln.3.l. The learned counsel 

n.:.tice.s issued by them to ths p~rsone 'i•Jho 1.·:ere prima 

facie fc•;Jnd to have ccrnmittej irregul~rities in the 

to deposit the amount of .J.arr,aiJeS d•;mande.J. from tham • 
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guilty in tpis re9ard. This ~-1ould ~~ bc.th with a view 

t.:. ~~fth the o:..lirecti•::·ns ·=·f the Tribunal fc•r 
\..~ 

ta}~in·J action ::..;_rainst the officials "\:ihv h~ve cor<tr&titte:d 

of j."irna J•3S to be r.:·-~ i-:1 to the 

recov~ ry of the 3r!,oun t 
~-... -(.A.,..jltk_;) 
p~ &om: \'jhu hc•d partici-

L 
petted in the recruitment proceedings. 

3. Tli<? other asp;!ct of th-= Tribunal's order ~-.r.::ts 

that comr:.ensa tion of Rs. 300/- per ;~an.J.id!::l te should be 

faid. ThrD lea rn.~d ccunsel for t.h~ respondents states 

th= t so far as only S•:?ven personE1 hav.: corn~ fc·nvard 

t 1 · r,~ -oo' · o c al.m ~· ~: 1 - e,~cr1. This • according to him. is 

in spite .:·,f th·~ fact th.~ t vdde publicity \·ias given 

trn t they c.an c•:•m.::! fonl3.rd an·:! claim the arcount of 

Rs. 300/- aach front the Railway Auth.:·ri ties. Since tha 

in the recruit.lll'~nt test IIJere n.;:,t av::..ilable, the:{ had 

gi vcn \-:ide publicity in ne.-1spapers \·lhich circulo. te 

in th~ reo;;ic•ns fron1 Y.:hich the canjida tes coul.j be 

e:q:..~cted t.:. h::t.ve com-a. 

4. ~·Je tak.: nc•te of the assurance 9i ven by th~ 

learn~ counsel for the respon.::.lents th-3 t appropriate 
~-~o.l 

di:s~liu.sty action Hould b"2 taken against th-3 
h 

officials viho Here prima facie r-esponsible for 

committin.;r the irre-Jularities. t.1e ar·~ satisfied that 

suff:ici•:nt publicity has b.:::·~n given by the r-espond:nts 

tc. inforrr, th·~ candid;_jtes th:::~.t they C·3n come foii.-1-Brd 
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to CC·llect 1\s. 300/- e.;:tcl"J b~.t r.Iay C•f datrt.3g-e s from the 

Rail~:J·ay Authorities. 

5. In the circuntSt·=mces~ 

re discharged. 

c 

( (70P.~ l:RI.SHU.~ ) 
I .. lember( Judicial) 
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