
ru THE CELTTF:AL AC•MIHI.STP~~TIVE TPIEmL~L, .JAIPUF' BEtJCB, JAIPUR. 

Date of o~der: 9.7.1997 

Laxmi Na1·ain Applicant 

Vs. 

1. Th~ Uni6n of India through G~neral M~nag~r, w~st~rn 

F:ail H~y, Clnn·.:hgate-, Ec·mbay. 

2. Th~ Divisional ~ailwa7 Manager, W~st~rn Pailwa7, Jaipur • 

••• Respondents. 

Mr. P • P. Math u1· 

_ applicant. 
(. 

CORAM: 

BL·i~fhc·ld·::r of Mr.P.ll.M:tthur, 

Hon'tle M~.O.P.Sharma, Administrative Member 

Hon'bla Mr.Ratan Prakash, Judicial Member. 

PER HON'ELE MR.O.P • .SHAFMA, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER. 

I 

•::C•Uft.3el 

Tt·it.unala Act, 1985, Sln·i L.:(:·:mi llarain ·has t:·t·aj··::d that the 

respondents ma7 be directed to produce the entir~ record 

Tribunal ma7 direct the reapandenta to tre3t the :tpplic3nt as 

furthe1· pi::tjr.;:d th.~t th.:: decision c.f the r.::st:.on·J·::nt.3 t.:• tL··:.3.t 
Q 

been transferred at hia own regueat from the past of Hamal be 
. 

quashed. He has ful·th.:r t=·l.-37•=.:1 that th.=: •:.r.:J.;r d:tt.=:d ~.8.95 

( ~.tm:·:. Al ) by hi a of 

also be quashed. The laat pr:t7er of the applic:1nt is that the 

which th~ applicant ia entitled to get w.e.f. 5.10.73 and that 

applicant on the basis that h·:: has be·::n \·lc.rl:ino;J in th.:: pa7 

cu 



'· 
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scale Ra.~00-~50(P)/775-10~5(RP) w.e.f. ~0.5.l978. 

2. B7 an order passed b7 the Tribunal ori 3.1.96, it was held 

that the application would be 3dmitt~d for 9djudic~tion only in 

limi~ation and could not be adjudic9ted by the T~ibunal. 

Acco~di~gly, onl7 the issue of seniorit7 in the present 

application is being adjudicated upon. · 
' ' 

continuously from 16.11.78. Therefore, seniority to him should 

be aaaigned on the post of Peon with effect fr6m that date. 

the applicant wae 9ppointed 9s Hamal in the grade of l96-~3~(R) 

I-Iamo.l, H.e.f. 1.3.8~. 

applicant had himself 9pplied for posting aa Peon and it was of 

23~(R) on the basis of his application dated ~0.~.84. The date 

of order of his posting ~a Peon is ~~-~.8~. Therefore, he has 

~ been correctl7 saaigned aeniorit7 in the post of Peon from the 

that there ie aeparate seniority for the post of Hamal and that 

which has 

r= 
Jo We 

have been 

J:.e.;rt r;:·~t-uae~j. 

~ 
~ dire·::t•=:d 

}... 
the 

be·:n r:.erused l:q ua. 
/ 

We have al.=o 

heard the learned counsel for the ~artiea and h3ve ~one through 

the material on record. 
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I 

applic~nt mad~ an &pplication 
(1 

h·~ \v&s tho; s.;.ni.:·l- most Hamal., 
'-' 

a~t~d ~0.~.84 pr~ying th~t since 
1A 

b.; H.:tnted to C•)ITI•~ •:•V~lt_ th~ !;":Oat 

th~ applicant w~a initially appoint~d aa Ham~l in 1978 ~nd th~t 

it Has at his oHn r~qu~at in F~bruar7 1984 thst he Haa 

...,..., ..., 01 
---··- • u-.,: • 

O.A ie d1sm1aaed. no ord~r as t6 costa. 

7. A copy each of the documente r~ferred to above namely his 

order appointing the applicant to the post of Peon, have been 

taken on record. 

~n)}·~ 
( R.=, tan Prakash) 

C, [.'4 ._. 
(O.P.Sharma) 

Adminiatrstive Member. 


