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IN THE CENTRAL-ADMINISTRATIVE .TRIBUNAL, JAIPUR BENCH,_ JAIPUR~ 

' . 

DATE OF ORDER: 30J"3J~ 

·om Prakash Verma son· of Shri -Moo1 Chand aged_ about 45· 
·years resl.dent. of Raiiway Ql;la;r:-te:r:- No. 382/D Railway 
Colony, ·Topdara Ajmer at present employed· on the post 

·of Goods Guard in the Office of s.s. Ajmer, ·Western 
Railway~ · 

2. Ramswaroop Sharma son of Shiri Ram Karan aged about 55 \ 

years resident of C/o · ss W/Rly, Ajme:r' at present 

3 •. 

. . ' employed on the post of Goods Guard· in the office of 
s. s. ~jmer, Western Rail.way. _. -

' Ramprakash Sharma· S/o Shri Shiv Chand· Sharma ,aged· "-
·about 4,8 year-s resident of C/0 · SS W/, Rly Ajmer, aT 
present employed ·on . the post of Goods Guard in .the 
office of ss Ajmer, Westerrr'Railwa:y. · · . 

4~ · Shrawan Kumar Meena~son of Shri Srinarain Meena 'aged 
about 42 years resident of Railway Quarter No. 382/A, ' 
Railway Colony, Toi?dara' Ajmer, at.present employed on 
the post of .Goods,· Guard in ·the office of ss Ajmer, · 
Western Railway • 

-\ 
.. I 

' . ·Versus 

-. •••• Applicants 
), 

1~ .unlo~-of.India through General Manager, 
Western Railway~ Churchgate, Mumbaf. 

2. Divisional Railway Manager, Western Railway, 
Ajmer Division, Ajmer. 

\ • •••• Respond.emts 

Mr]J .K. ~aushik, Counsel f·or the ·applica_nt •. 
Mr. T.P. Sharrri.a,_Co~nsel for ttie respon,de:nts. 

co . . 

.lion 'lle Mr • s. K. Ag;.rwal , Member (Judicial I 

Hon' 1e Mr. A.P. Nagra:fth, Member (Administrative) 
;·. 
I 
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~ 

ORDER' 

I 
PER HON'BLE MR.i S.K. AGARWAL,. MEMBER {JUDICIAL) 

;_ 
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1. In this- -OA, the prayer of the -applicant is as follows: 

~-. 

ordering 

from the.' 
(i) . That ·the .impugned order dated 30.3.98, 

deletion of the names of the applican~s 
eligibility lis.t, select1on ~·esul:t and. posting_ orders 

. - - -- . ' / 

.r 
pas sed by the : respondent no • 2- and . the order . dated 

10.3.98 passed· by the 1st respondent withdrawing its 

circular dated 6. 6. 95 and ~ny -other subseq1.1ent order . I 
I 

. .... ,•:. 

. thereof, if any. passed, may' be declared illegal and 

the same may be quashed and the applicants allowed all 
•I /,. 

consequential benefits. , 
. . - ! 
(ii).That any other direction, or 'orders I).l.ay be passed 
I . , , . I 

in fav.our of the .. appliC~m~S-. which m~y: be deem,ed just 
' ~. . ' ' • 1 - • 

and proper . under the facts. and circums tanc;:es of this 

case in _the interest 0f justice. 
_(iii) That. the cost of' thi~ application may. be 

awarded • 

\ ' 

., .. i." .... "The .learned counsel fOr th,;·parties have drawp o~r 
fttent>on at the t11tle of arguments that· Jodhpur. bench. of th>S 

ifribtmal hlls decided the sim.ilar controvery in OA no. 100/98 

IAitiar ·Chand i~rroa & .ors. vs. UOI & ors •. dated e:3.Bm 
!and the: case. ~n is covered by- the order_ passed by the Jodhpur 

Bench of this TribunaL • 

.. -~:~· :· .,_ ·., .3. ·---.:~;·-We have given· anxious consideration to· the learned 

couns~l for the parties and also . perused the ·order passed by 

.the. Jodhpur bench of the Tribunal 1n OA No,. 100/98, Amar 

~d ·Sharma _& ors. vs. Uo:i: & _ors. · di':ted 28.04. 2000 • The 

case iS totally ·Covered by . the . ci:<der · passed 'by Jodh?Ur . bench 

as per· fact:s· and circumstances of. this case and in· view of the 

order passed by JodhJ?ur bench, • applicants of tJlis OA are not 

l""D entitled , any relief sought· for. 
. . '-1 ·. 

/ 

4. we, 
thefefo~e·, . dismiss this · OA with no order as to . 
.. I .. · 

cost;s. 

~·,· .. ~~ 
(A.P. NAGRATH) 

MEMBER (_A.) 
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