FIN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI

W.P (S) No. 2265 of 2018

Umesh Kumar Ramani -— -— Petitioner

Versus

. Union of India through the General Manager,

South Eastern Railway. Kolkata

Divisional Railway Manager, South Eastern Railway, CKP Division,
Chakradharpur, West Singhbhum

. Sr. Divisional Personnel Officer, South Eastern Railway, CKP Division,
Chakradharpur, West Singhbhum

Sr. Divisional Electrical Engineer (G) and Disciplinary Authority, South
Eastern Railway, CKP Division, Chakradharpur, West Singhbhum
Additional Divisional Railway Manager and Appellate Authority RS (D&A)
Rules 1968, South Eastern Railway, CKP Division,

Chakradharpur, West Singhbhum ~ --- ---  Respondents

CORAM: Hon’ble Mr. Justice Aparesh Kumar Singh

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Deepak Roshan

Through: Video Conferencing

For the Petitioner: ~ M/s M.M. Pal, Sr. Advocate, Ruby Pandey, Advocate
For the Respondents: Mr. Gautam Rakesh, Advocate
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2.

Petitioner approached this Court with the following prayers.

“A) The order dated 2™ Jan’ 2018 passed in OA no.
260/00508/2015 (Ann-13) be quashed.

B) For quashing the termination order dated 10.04.2015 (Ann-8)
passed by the Sr. Divl. Electrical Engineer (G)/ Disciplinary
authority, S.E. Railway, CKP Division, Dist-Singhbhum (West)
and for quashing the order dated 07.07.2015 (Ann-11) passed by
the Addle. Divisional Railway Manager, S.E. Railway, CKP
Division / Appellate authority.

C) For a direction to reinstate the petitioner to his original post
with full back wages and with all consequential benefits.

D) Any other relief or reliefs for which this petitioner is entitled
to.”

Learned counsel for the Respondent Mr. Gautam Rakesh takes a

preliminary objection on the maintainability of the case as the impugned order

has been passed by the Cuttack Bench of learned Central Administrative

Tribunal. He submits that in view of the ratio rendered by the Apex Court in the

Constitution Bench judgment in the case of L. Chandra Kumar Versus Union

of India and others [(1997) 3 SCC261], the present writ petition is not

maintainable before this Court. Such an order is subject to challenge before the

jurisdictional High Court, as has also been held in the recent judgment in the

case of Union of India Versus Alapan Bandyopadhyay [2022 SCC OnLine

SC 16].



2.
3. Learned counsel for the petitioner Mrs. M.M. Pal however, seeks
permission to withdraw this writ application in order to move before the

appropriate Tribunal / Court.

4. Accordingly, writ petition is dismissed as withdrawn.

(Aparesh Kumar Singh, J)

(Deepak Roshan, J)
Ranjeet/



