
' 

~ul<h ~ ngh son of <::hri Hoola age<'l At; yPars inhabitant o-F 

Village & n .o. Gazipur, 'T'ehsi 1 "Rayana, nistrict Bharatpur 

(Rajast an). 

• ••• :1\pplicant. 

VF.'RSUC:: 

1. union of' !n<'lia through. the General Hanager, 'tvestern 

Railwa , r.hurchgate, ~1umhai. 

?. • sr. nivisional P.ngineer, Western Rai bvay, T<ota 

Divisi 

•••• 'Respon<'l.ents. 

l\1r. :1\r inrt Bhardwaj, r.ounsel for the applicant. 

~tr. s.q. Bassan, Counsel for the respon<'lents. 

COR:I\H 

Hon''l-)1 111r. Justice G.L. Gupta, Vice ~haiman 

Fron'hl Hr. :1\.P. Nagrath, 111em1-,er ('1\<'l.ministrative) 

'!'hrough this 07.\, applicant calls in question the 

or<'ler f removal Clated ll"l.?..l008. 

?.. Reply has been filed. Tn the reply, preliminary 

ohject'on has been taken that the applicant hail. a reme<'l.y to 

file n appeal unC!er 'Rule l9 of' the Raih.ray servants 

(nisei line & :1\ppeal) Rules, lO(-;R against the oroer of' 

removal. rt is also stated that case o-F the applicant is not 

maintaina'l-)le unCier C::ection ?n of '1\dministrative 'l'ribunal' s 

:1\ct. 

3. We have heard the learned counsel for the parties. rt 

is ious that the applicant has approache<'l. this 'T'rihunal 

~ ? 



witho availing the statutory remeny of appeal provi0e0 in 

the R les. 

4. The learned counsel for the applicant at this stage 

submi,s that he may be given permission to withnraw the o~ 

with liberty to · prefer an appeal against the oroer of 

remov 1. 

s. Consequently the application is oismissen as 

'"ithd[awn. 'J'he applicant shall be given liberty to prefer an 

appea against the order of removal. .,.,he respondents shall 

decid the said appeal within three months of its ~iling in 

accor ance with rules. 

~ 
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