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APfLICATIO£. ID·.·! 4/2001 in OA NO •. 234/2000.· 

HEHF.!HH Date .o£ decision :3,.).03 ... 2001 

t:hrou.gh the General !vTanager, 

't'festern Railt"layJI Churchgate, Mumoai.·, 

Divisional IRail~.;ay I':Ianager (E.stt •. ) ~ ·. · 

v~estem Ra11,;'1i'ay, Jaipur Division.,Ja.;i..pur •. 

Deputy Chi+ Engineer (c) • 1st Nestern 

Raili.-;ray~ A'l.me.d~. -ad, Jaipur,Division, 

., •.•.• Review· Applicants.; 

v 
E. 

R 

Hathi Ram on" o£ shri sakra., R/o DR~'I Office . ., 
. . 

Jaipur at ..~.resent employed on· the post of 

ij ~"i:-estern Ra'ilway, . Ja ipur · Division,· Khallasi 

. Jaipur.j 

smt., Neela. Sei<va Ram ·wife o ~ Hathi Ram., at 

presebt en,.loyed on the pmst o £ Gang nan., 

Uestein Ra ·'ilt·;ay ~ Jaipur Division ,Jaipur··j 

RAJ1 : 

'IHE r~DN 'BLj l'i:'"t.,S .I<.AGARWAL ,.JUDICIAL H£I!IBER. 
Ti'-iE J:ON ~BL-

1
~ iYIR.A.P .• NAGRATB:~AD~;ID\JISTRATIV'E r-~18!1BER. 

. * *****~'{** 
1'HE IDN'BLE ,.P,,l?,NAGRA!!.!, :-

This Review· l-\PPlica tion h2s been f.:i,led seeking· 
. I -- -

vievl of the ord,r of_ this Tribunal dated 8.12.,2000 

th the prctyer -~ ~di:Ey/set-aside the order to th~ 
'( ' .. 

to responden_t no .·L,· These orders 

i.nl· re pas~ed 'I'ribunal in OA 234/2000 Ha·thi Ram 

& Ors •' vs U .o. I .;&. 0 rs as m1der :-

1. 
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"Under· the] circumstances.:t ;We direct respondent 
~no.l i •. e. General J:1anag~r 6 'ii'Iestern Rail1iray.:t ·to 
pass orders fur considering the applicant no ~·1 
for appo~ntment against a suitable vacancy 
commensu~ate wj,.th his fitness in c-2 medical 
category~]' v~e t'Vt>Uld also like to observe tha.t 
the appl~cants belong to Group D category and 
there ar~ government instructions that husband. 
and wife ~·:orking under the Government .. should .be 
kept at ·~.he sal'l1'2 _pla_ce as far as poss~ble. 
This factor rather assumes greater importance 
.in the·c~se o.£ sta~f working in Group- D 
scales." J~i'e. further. dfrect that this order be 
passed ~tJJLth~n a pe~~od of one rronth · fmrrt the 
date of i:!.hi-s ordefi.\ ~le also direct that the 
entire p,1 ~iod -~r6rri 't.he date both the appLicants 
reported at- _Ja~pur 'to tl1.e- date they are taJcen 
on duty __ should/ be treated as having been spen 'c. 
on duty.;_ No orders as to costs.n 

Ne find from the averments rra.de in the R.,A.. that 
- I . -

~he respondents. fave taken a gr?tmd .that ~vhiH:! passing 

p~e said orders rl ivisional Rai.hqay JY"P-nager .:t Jaipur te-tter 

ttated 1~ .11· •. 2000 was not tak·2n-NO TE of by tl-lis Tribunal 

ls 'there is no reference o£ this letter in the order 
: . I - . 
passed by this Tribun<:!.l. In thit letter i~c had been 

I - I l' . .. 
r:t.ated tba·t t.he rpp ~cant no.l ·was not fit ~n B-1 

·Fdical cat.egoryl and ii\IO.S only .fit in c-2 medical 
I . -
:cat.egory as such he can not be given appointm':n't in 

1Jaip~r. Division l1N"here there is no post vacant 1 and' 

pve~ ~ooki."ig the case of other seni.ors and medically 

I 
- I . 

decategorised peo:::-sons already waiting for their turn 
I 
1for appointment~ Th:±s has been .s~ted to be a_ mistake 

apparant on the p:ace of record ·'l:vhich. needs t.o be 

. rectified.~ Anoth~r · grolli~d is Jcakcri. .than the vacancies 
. I . 

£all in nivisio-nl anct as su'ch direc·ting _tll.e General 

E!anu.ger ·to pass a.11. order for considering the applicant· 
/ 

no·~:i- is a mistaJ ·e apparan't on t.'l1.e face of record. 
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•. t;e have pfrused the averments mede iri R.A. 

nd also t.11.e ordrr delivered by this Tribunal on 

8.·12.-2. 000, \'!e Trenot inclined to. agree >rith the 

rounds taken by[, the applicants :ln. this ·R.i'.. The 

rde~ passed by ~t..~e Divisional R2l.il"i,vay Han~·ger on· 

.10·~·11 •. 2000 ~vas ~~~Y taken NO '1E on and ""e have 
I . 

observed in our- r roer that. the resp(bndents have fotu\d 

[the applicant n<fl unfit ,inB-1 medical categOry,· 

:but 'I,,Te have alsd observed that there is no submission 
1 

from respondentj as tD what is go:lng to be ~£ the 

fate of· the appJ!.icant in this circumstances.'. vie 
I . I . . . ·-
.had also. seen 1"t the respondent no.3 had'_taken a stand 

i that the applic9-nt no.l in OA had his lien in Jaipur 

Divi·sion while b;:R-:'1:1.· ~ Jaipur does not find .any. . · 

- I -- -· ·r 

, I ·possibility to absorb him on account of his medical 

unfitnesS in B+· rnedJc al category •. \'Je had given our 

anxious" oonsideo::ation to the stand 'caken by 

respondent no ·1 & 3 and :In· the circumstances, we have 

directed respoide~~ ·no .~1 General !>la_nager ~ V.~E\ste:m 

Railway, vlho iJ .Head of RailHay and to t·thom both 

resp6ndent no.-,, &. 3 are · ansv:xerable -to take a decision 

in the ffi:ttter.-il There is ~no reasoi1 whatsoever to hold 

a vie'VT t.L,_at · ~u· direction to General r.rzanager is an, 

error appara!lt on· the :Eace o:E record. 

4'., In vie,,.rj of the facts and circurr.stc;nces s·tated · 

above~ \119 do nb t find any- error on tb.e face of ·record· 

in vevie-r.-..r of :~e impugned qrder and. t.herefore· ther;e is 

. I . . 
no basis for such a review. 

d conseqt: I n tl y, the Revie•·r 

- n'---t~-
(A .P .NJI.GRATH) 

is dis missed. 

· ·. l1ewber (Adm.YJ.. ) 


