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?? . 1_ l. ;:>nn? 

1. Rri:jendra singh ~~ahamana son of ~hri Ram ~ingh agefl 

ahout ~ years at present posted as ~tation ~uperintenflent, 

Western Railway, Jaipur nivision, Ramgarh. 

? • Bodu Ram ~~eena son of shri Lachchhu Ram agefl ahout t17 

years 1t prersent posted as Station ~uperintendent, Western 

Raihva , Jaipur nivision, Jhunjhunu. 

3. nulli r":hano 111eena son of ~hri Bar Na rain Heena, agefl 

about IQ years at present posted as ~tation ~uperintenflent, 

Westerl Railway, Jaipur Division, 1\lwar. 

A. Prahhati Lal meena son of shri ~amant Ram agefl ahout 

112 yea s at present posteo as ~tation ~uperintenflent, Western 

Railwa , Jaipur Division, ~rimadhopur. 

. ... t\pplicants. 

W.R~U~ 

1. Union of Tndia through General manager, Western 

Railwa , Churchgate, ~~umhai. 

?. nivisional Railway l"lanager, Western Railway, Jaipur . 

. . . . Respondents. 

Hr. Nann Kishore, Counsel for the applicant. 

~tr. H fl.huk.ar ~harma, Proxy counsel for llllr. ~-~- Bassan, 

Counse for the responflents. 

CORA.M 

Bon 1 hl l'~r. G. r:. ~ri vastava, ~~~emher ( t\flministrati ve) 

Bon 1 hl l'~r. ~~. L. r":hauhan, ll~emher ( Jufl icia 1 ) 

ORDER (ORI\L) 

PF.R HON'BLF. ~ffi. G.C. SRIVI\~Tt\Vt\, MF.MBF.R (1\DMTNT~TRI\TTVF.) 

Beard the learned counsel for the parties. 

? . Tn this 01\, the applicants (four in numher) who were 

work.ing as ~tation ~uperintenaent under the responflents have 

challe ged the order dated 7.ll.?nnl (t\nnexure 1\/l) anfl 
seniority list dated 1n.8.?.nn1 (t\nnexure t\j?.) regarfling their 



\ .... -- ----------

reversi n ann have prayed that the impugned orc'lers 'IJe quashed 
ann se aside. 

3. 'T'he responc'l.ents have contestee'!. the OJ\2-, have filec'l 

detailec'l. reply stating, inter-alia, that the applicants have 

suhmit,ec'l representations vine their letters daten 1/..ll.?nnl 

( :1\nnexlre :1'.../ '7) I l?. . ll. ? n n 1 ( :1\nnexure :1'.../ R ) ann l Q • ll . ? n n l 

( :1\nnexlre :1'.../9) and without wai tingy"'the c'l.ecision on their 

represintation, they have hurriedly approachec'l. this ~rihunal 

and ac~ordingly the respondents have contenc'l.ed that the 0:1\ is 

premat re. 

4. ~fter hearing the learned counsel for the parties, we 

are of considered view that it would he appropriate that ir 

the re resentations of the applicants are considered as per 

rules /and necessary orc'l.ers are passec'l. anc'l if the aplicants 

are aJgrieved against the final orc'ler so passed, they can 

approa~h this Tribunal for availing appropriate remec'ly. 

I :1\ccordingly we direct the responnents to consic'l.er the 

repres ntations filed hy the applicants vine their letters 

daten 1/..ll.?OOl (:1\nnexure :1'.../7), 1_/.ll.?nnl_ (:1\nnexure a/R) 

and 1 .11./.001 (:1\nnexure :1'.../0) as per rules anr pass an 

approp iate speaking order within a period of three months 

from the dte of receipt of copy of this order. Tf the 

applic~nts are still aggrieved after the final orc'ler is 

passed! on their representation, they are free to approach 

this Ti ihunal by filing a fresh 0:1'.... 

!) • With the a hove directions, the 0~ is disposec'l. of. No 

order as to costs. 

( H .L. 

A.BQ 

G< V-_,~- ~~l:.<:.,~ 
(G.r. ~RTVA.~TA.VA.) 

li~P.li~B "P.R ( A. ) 


