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IN THE CENTPAL ADMINISTFATIVE TF'IEUNAL,JAIPUR BENCH,JAIPUR. 

*** 
Date of Cecisioin: I~ I q I ~l 

OA 487/95 

Hanurnan s/.:. Shri Ghasi Ram r/.:-. D-17, Satya Na9ar, F:hatipura Road, 

.Jhotwara, Jaipur, lae.t employed as Shunting Jamadar in Traffic 

DepartJT1;?nt, Sawed Madh.:pur, West~rn Pai1w.3y, I:ota Division • 

••• Applicant 

V/s 

1. Union of India thrc.n;:ih 1:;eneral Manag•?r, Western Railway, 

Churchgate, Mumbai. 

2. Divisional Pers.:.nn•?l 0: 1fficer, ~stern Pail way, I:ota Divisioin, 

Kota. 

• • • Respc.nden ts 

CORAM: 

HON I BLE MP. 2 .• r:. AGA.RWAL I LTUD IC IAL MEMBER 

HON' BLE MP •. Z\.P.NAGP_ll,TH, ADMINI3TRATIVE MEMBER 

For the Applicant None 

For the Respondents Mr.Manish Bhandari 

0 RD ER 

PEP HON'BLE MR.}!,.P.HA•:;F2~TH, AOOIHISTRATIVE MEMBER 

Applicant of this OA retir~cl w.e.f. 22.2.E::3 on medical qr.:.unds. 

His settlemt::?nt dues were paid t.:. him c.n the 1:-asis that at the time 0f 

retiremt::?nt he wae w.:.t·J:in;_r ae. Pciints LT.::imadar in scale Rs.950-1500. The 

ar-pl icant d :iims th::it he was in fact w1:.1·J:ing as ShuntinJ Jamadar in scale 

Rs.140•J-2300 at th<? ti~ of his retirement and e.i:el:s dire.:tion to the 

respon~nts t.:. revise his r_:..;nBir:n Payment •Jr&r and his settlement dues 

as a c.:.nsequence • 

2. The resr:··Jnd~nts hav-"! denied that the appl i.::ant retired from the 
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post of Shunting LTam3dar. They have fo fact p1ai::ed b~f.:,re us his 

E.ervice record, whi•::h we have perused •::arefu11y. '!here is not even an 

it:1ta of eviden.::e t.:. e.ug9est that the app1 i.::ant was ever pr.:,mc.ted tu the 

post of Shunting .Jarn3d3r. The Eervii::e record .::learl y indicates that the 

applir::ant retired .:n medi.::al 9rounds .:.n ~::::.~.88 while working as P0ints 

Jamadar. The appl kant h3s tried ti:· rely ur: .. :in a dr:-.cu~nt, p1a.::ed at 

Ann.A/l, which, he submits, is a copy .:.f the 0::ertifii::ate issued by the 

Station Su~rintendent, Sawai Madh.:•i::.ur. We have seen Ann.A/l and we 

of an official Jetter .:.r .:1rc"J.;.r and it is apparently an attempt c•n the 

part of the ;:ippl icant to misle3cl the Tribunal ·=·n facte. The applicant 
1:l'r-aw 

has alsr.:. trie?d t.:'L supr: .. :.rt frcrn cle.::ision 0f this Tribunal in TA 378/92. 

We have ')one thr.:.u;-yh the said ord=r - in whkh Kanhaiya Lal is the 

appJic3nt. The said TA W3S dispos.:;.:l .:.f f:.y ta}:in9 note of the statement 

of the resr--:.ni:lents that there was nc. intentii:·n tr:. ri:;overt the persvns 

after l'.2 year::~ 3nd that they are .::,:.ntinuing .:0n the rx•ets which they 

held. No ~anin') .::an I:~ derrivecl fr.::im this c0rder to •::.:.nc1ude that the 

app1 icant was Shuntin9 J3mad3r. The or~r .:.nl y me3ns that the status-

quo in resr:e.::t .:.f the applir::.3nt was tc. b.; •X•ntinu~d. 'I'he applicant was 

a Points Jamad3r ~ma he continued as such till the date of his 

retirement. We find this OA ae totally mis.x.n:::eived and with0ut any 

foundation. 

3. w~, theref.:.r.;., dismiss this 1:-1A a~ t.jtally clevoid 0f merit. No 

order as tv c0sts. 

~-·~-·lit• 
(A.P.NAGRAifH) 

MEMBER (A) 

,~·J+-~ 
( ( S. K. AG.i\RWAL) 

MEMBER (J) 
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