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OA No. 72/2005 

Mr. Rakesh Sharma, Counsel for applicant. 
Mr. V.S. Gurjar, Counsel for respondents nos. 1 to 3. 
Mr. Nand Kishore, Counsel for respondent no. 4. 

On the request of the learned counsel for . 
respondents nos. 1 to 3, \et the matter be Usted fer .... 
hearing on 24.08.2009 on which date no further --·:t 
adjournment will be granted being a 2005 r~;~ .~ 
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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
. . - :JAIPUR:~BENCH - ··- .. 

· · Jaipur1 this the 24th August1 ·200~ --

.. ORIGINAL APPLICATION ·No. 72t2oOs 

CORAM: . 

. HO.N'BLE; MR .. M· .. l. CHAUHAN, JUDICIAL MEMBER ~ 
HON'BLE MR. B.L. KHATRl,-ADMINISTRATlVE MEMBER · 

. ~ubhash Pa·reek son of Shrl_ letha Ram agee! about 40 y.ears,. resident­
· ·. of _1.1, Chitra Gupta· Nagar .II, ImUwala Phatak, .Jaipur~ Presently 

·working on the post of Power ·c:ontroller _in HeadquartE!r Office, North ' · 
Western Railway . . 

. .... APPUCANT 

(By Advocate:- Mr. Rakesh Sharma) 

VERSUS 

i. · .• Union of India through General Manager, North Western 
Railway,· Jaipur. _ . . _ 

2. The Divisional Rail Manager (Estt.), · DRM Office, , North 
Western ·Railway, Jaipur~ . · 

3. The Senior Divisional ·Mechanical Engg . .(Estt-.), North-Western 
Ranway, Ja\pur. . . . 

4. . -Shri Charandas Meen~,- presently working as Loco Inspector,_ 
Phulera, Jaipur.·. · · 

~~ : ... ;, .. RESPONDENTS 

{BY' Advocates : Mr~ .V.S. Gu!jar- Respondent ~os. 1 to 3. 
Mr. Nand Kishore, Respondent no~. 4_ )' 

. . · ORDER CORAL} 

-.-The · grievanc_e of- the applicant:· is· regarding selection of · 

Respondent ··no. 4 on. 'the -postr of _Loco Inspector and· ·subsequently-

'- · _· posting liini on the said post ignoring the claim of the Cipplicant. The 

;_re-presentation-of t~e applicant has ·also been rejected~ The case of the 

\. 

" applicant i·s· -that such . selectioh has- been made in· violation of the· 

_ Memorand~m- dated· 02.07-.1~97 -. issued. by_ the Departrn~~t _·of_ · 

Pers~nnel_ & Training, Ministry of. Per~onnel, _· Pu~iiC- Grievances and · 

. Pensi DJ),Govern.ment of India,' -i,n resp~ct of ~Type· Post Based Roster. 

It has he~n specifically ·pleaded.that th~ ~o~ster lss~ed by· the Railway 
' " . ' . . . . ~ . - ' - . . . . 

Board has· been: quashed by this T~ibunal and even the Hon'bt·e High· 
' . . .... . - - - . ' . ' ' ' 

{ou~ o~- Jod,h_~ur Bench has ~pheld the roster of t~e DOPT in the case 

. ' ' / 



r 

. _,._ . 

~-

'·, 

. -,, 
I . 

-- l i. 

of R.K~ Gaur,. as such it was not permissiblE! _for the respondents ,to . ' . ' ',_· - \ -- - ·-

make selection on the.ba·sis of th~ quashed roster .. 

2. The respondents have ,filed their reply. 
' . . . . . -· . 

- .... _ 

· 3_ .. · Wf; have heard the-learned counserfor.the parties. This Tribunal -

vide judg_ement dated 19.08.2009, whe_re· similar issue was involved~ 

in the dis~ of Umesh kumar·Meena, vs.· Union of India & Others, op.. 

No. 319/2005, has passed the following order:-

"In view of what has.-been stated ·above, the present OA_Is · 
d\sposed of w\th a d\rect\on to, the respondents that they shoult\ 
proceed with the niatter in ·accor:dance with the judgment· to be 
rendered. ·by- the Hon'ble Supreme Court where ·the .issue . 
regarding the application of the post based roster in th_e case of 
R.K. Ga~r pursuant to.-~-the not\flcat\on dated 21.8.1~97- is 

:pending, without t;tragging the applicant to further litigation and 
dlrectlon of the~ Apex Court be carried out within a p~riod of two 
months from the date __ of receipt of a copy of the judgm~nt._" _ 

The aforesaid ·direction was· alven in the liaht of the order dated-
~ . -

'\ 

08.04.2009. produced by the learne~ counsel for the ·respondents 

oassed in DB Civil Writ Petition No. 11230/2008· where· the Hon'ble . -· 
Hiah Court has deferred hea.rtna of the matter till the matter is decided . - . 

by the Hori'ble Supreme· court. 

' ' 

4. · In view of what Jlas been stated abov~: we are of the view that . 

the present OA ~an also b~ -~isposed of in'the light of the OJ:?servattons 

· made abqve in the case of. umesh Kur;nar Meema (supra). Accordingly, 
. ' . - ..,_ 

-
·_the present o~ is disposed of with the directions-to the. r~~pondent$ t9 

proceed further with the matter In a'ccordance with th_e juclgment to be 

rende-red by the _ Hori'ble supreme -~ourt -·in the case of R:K. Gaur 

without- dragging the . applicant' to .further litigation .and the such 
. ! . - . 

direction of the. H_on'ble Supreme Court be carried out within a_ period . 
- -

of two m~mths .from 'the receipt ·of a_: copy of the judgment . 

. 5. With these observatio~~-s ·the OA> is disposed of with no -order '~s 

(B.L;~· .. 
· · . MEM~ER_ {A).. 
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