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1N 'IHE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 1 JAIPUR BENCH. JAIPUR. 

O.A.No.l90/99 Date of order: 17.11.1999 

Eaeheer Mohammad 1 S/c Shri Alladin~ working on the poet of Shunting 

Zali'adar 1 0/o the. Chief Works Manager 1 Western Rlyp Kota Divieion 1 

R/o J .P.Nagar 1 Gopal Mill/ Kota ~Junction • 
• • • Appl j cant. 

1. Union of India through General Manager~ Western Rly~ Churchgateu 

Muli'bai. 

2. 'Ihe Divisional Railway Manager 1 v;eetern Rly~ Kcta Divn 1 Kcts. 

3. Chief Works Managerg Western Rly~ Kota Division 1 Kota. 

4. DivisionaL Operating Msnager(Eett) Western Rly 1 Kota Divn 1 Kcts. 

5. Sh:ri Mansoor ALi • Shunting Zall"8dar~ 0/o the Chief Works Msnager 1 

Western Rlyp Kota Division 1 Kota. 

Mr. P. V. Call a - Counsel for applicant • 

Mr.~.G.Gupta - Counsel fer reepcnoents. 

CORAM: 

• •• Respondents. 

Hcn 1 ble Mr.~.K.Agarwal~ Judic]al Merober 

Hon 1ble Mr.N.P.Nawanip Acroinietrative Merober. 

PER HON 1 BLE MR.S.K.AGARWAL 1 JUDICIAL ME~BER. 

In thjs Original Appl icaticri the applicant II'akee a prayer to quash 

ana set aside the irrpugneo orcer dated 19.4.99 by which the applicant 

stance reverted. 

2. Reply wae filea by the respondents which ie plscec en reccrd. 

3. The lesrnec counsel for the reepcncents at the tiroe of srguroents has 

subrrdttec. that in view 01 order osteo 4.5.99~ -the impugned order csteo 

19.4.99 wae helc as inoperstjve 1 therefcre 1 the grievance of the applicant 

hse alrea6y been recreseeo. 

4. We have perused the orcer cstec 4.5.99 which is reprceucec se uncer: 
11r;ro ~!f ~~ Jifqq;~ ,UT"lfgT t J"ifn JI~~ ~ 3IJm '$~ 1firnc 

t w:~ ~ q;r<:rf o JIR~ fGo 1 9. 4· 9 9 ifiT ~;:r-3JTITfe:CJ "f&;:rr t 1 n"G;:r~ . v 

tlln:rfo 3rT~!1f ~o-t. a39/14. {js. 3 fGo 19·4· 99 illT ~ m ~ Ffr ~~fn 
11~El=l1~ CI)T rTGd ~lfQ1 Ul~IT t qq Cf'{ ~ i1!g;fo 2 61 a trr ~ UIIriT t ~ - - ~ . 

.;ft lf~ trofnm: n~ ~ UfliT~IT "ft!"o~m 2686 ~o11ro N04ooo-6ooo 
~ ~ 

lPT ~ 4 f<'ill F~;:r wt.=qq; S~rr.SCI)TcT lisM , Wtc=T t CfTN (ffCPTM ~ 'l rt= !FfO CI)T 
3If;m tr1 f\tiat ~ ~T . UfTriT t I . 



5. Tnje crcer cf the reepcndente rrakee jt very clear that the order 

dated 19.4.99 paeeed earlier roace jncp~rative. In view cf the order daLed 

4.5.99 by which the grievance cf the applicant has been reoreEEecp this 

O.A has beccrre infructucue. 

6. Wep therefore~ -diepcee of thie O.A in view cf the order date~~ 
4.5.99p ae having beccrre infructuoue. In caee any oroer is issued against 

the applicant: for his revereicnp the appljcant wHl be tree to approach 

the Tribunal. 

7. No croer ae tc coste. 
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( ~1\f\f\1 ···-···-- ~-------
(N.P.Nawani) 

Merober (A) Merober ( J ) • 


