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t.he • • • NONE • 

PE f.: H (.'ll:l' B LE 1·1E • •3 OP !'.!, I :R I.SHtJ.z.., .t-lE l·:!bE F: ( J } • 

hppli·::!ant Gajanand h·~S filed this application u/s 19 t:•f t:hc 

Administr.:.tiv8 Trib1.1nals A·:t, 1985, 

impugn.:::d OJ~der dated 19.7. 94, by \>ih i.::h the applicant \'J.:ts reverted 

i 

b&s c:~ ls·=· prayed f·jr r·?:gular isati•:On in thE P·:)St .:,f J11nic•r C lerl:. 

I 

n.:rtic~s reoJ<Hdino;r a.:tmissi0n \>lere issued t·:o th·:: respondents and a 

" 
repl;,t has olready been filed on their behalf. Shri v .r-:. Va.rshn.:::y, 

I 

L3.H ..'':l.ssist:t.nt, departmental rer.•re.sento.ti~.re h3.s appeared on ochalf 
,, 

of th.:: ro;:,spc•ndents. \fie have he:::.rd him a 1st:). 
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'che fa.ct. ·that he \vas pr.:.mot0.:1 tJ the fK..St of Juni.:.r Clerk on a·.:t 
I 

hr:h~ 
I 

•' 

· ':.•as is,. h•::. h·:i.d ~Pf·Gared in the tests held fc,r sele,ctic·n by the 

Rai hvay 3~ le·::t.io:on B·.:Jr.J.rd f·?r hi a regular prom:.tic;m/app,)ini:rrent 

th6: p·:·St .:•f Juni·:•l- Glerk and he had als.:). c·leare.::J. the writ.t.en 
I 

exarnin·~tti.:m of th•:::: selE:ction test hE:ld in Febr•~aiy, 1993 b~lt in 

st;:·ite i)f this h·= ha.s 1F.:En reverted t•:· the P·?St :>f Senic•r Gangm2n 

after a. long S]::~ 11 ,;_,f HK•re than 10 years. The ·:>rder •')f rE:versiOn 

4. Aft€!r a c:;.re fu~r };'·enlsal ,:>f the pleadi.n9~ of the pa.rt.ies 
•I 

G)(w~~ 
and the d<:;·::U!Tl'::nt2 annexE:d ther~t .:,;, we find that be f·:>re approa.:hino;r 
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t:h·~ F'.ttl~~:.). The rele,.rant pC~.rt of R1.tle-18 of the Rul~s r.~ads as. 

follows :-

c -· . 

"Subj·=.:t to t.he .r_::,r..::·visim·,s of Rule 17, · a: Rai h.•ay 
sr:::rv.:tnt may prefer an apfeal against all or any 
c.f the follm·Jin<;~ .:,rders, namel7 --

(v) an order --

In ·these: 

(b) re7erting hirn .,.1hile •:Jffi.::i::ttin·;J in 
a hi9her servic~, 9rade .:>r P•JSt to 
a l01:1~r servic>?., .;rrade .:•r: p·:·st, 
othen·Jise th:;.n as .a ·p.snalty ;•• 

::ircumstan•:::e s, He <'J.re of the vi_e,., that the I 
I 
I 

r-rssent applic:atho.n is premature and it '.is ··liable t . .::.r b•=: d i:: mis :::.dd 

pre f•:;r:?. an ?!).:·peal O.·:J<ilinst the impugnEd order to the •::·:::.n.:e :cne.d 
I 

D3 heard and diSpCE e.j ('Jf by hirrt On TOOritS th~QI~gh a spea}:ing 

CJrder \·d.thin iii f~ri·xl of t\v-o m·:mths from thE ~:late vf receipt 

there: of. 

stand2 dismissed with 
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