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CENTRAL AOniNISTRATIUE TRIBUNAL
Principal Bench

OVAi Noli 128 of 1997

New Delhi^ dated this the gOnn

H0N*9LE (*1R, S.R. ADIGE,' VICE CHAlRnAN (A)
HON^BLE dr. a, VEDAVALLI,^ HEPlSiR (3)

•  Shri Vlr eOider Plohan,
R/o XS/I'^^. Railuay Colony
Sbakurbasti''^ "
Oelhi;^

Shri Qalip Singh
s/o lata Shri Man Singh

3«i Shri Qopal singh^
S/o Sferi Shiv/ Singh

Shri Ouiarka parshadv"
s/o late Shri Bal Chandp

5.' Shri Raj KunarV
s/o Shri Ball! Singh

6? Shri Ram Chandar/
s/o Shffi Bhaggan

Shri Narindar KumarV
s/o Shri Om parkash

8,^' Shri Aniil Kunar?
s/o Shri Qouri Shankar Sharma Applicants

(By Adyocata: Shri GiiO? Bhandari)
Versus

Union of India through
the Ganaral Managery
Northern Railuayy
Baroda Housa'^
Neu Delhi,'

2^ Divisional Railway Man'ager'y
Nor thern Railway';' y.

-  Nsu Delhi.' Respondents
( BY Advocate: Shri Rajinder Khattar)

ORDER" '

Applicants impugn respondents* ibfeter dated
7,^1y97 (Annexura A -1) excluding tham from selection test
for promotion as 3GDC, Fuel Issuer etco^ against 40^
promo tee quotayf

2o' Heard both sides^

Initially by letter dated 15.^11.'96 (Annexure A-3)
applicants^who are diasel khallasis working in Diesel
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Shad7 Shakurbasti'l' Delhi had been inku^d^ amongst
those who ueare called to appear for the selection test

for promotion as 300G etc^,' but by subsequent impugned
i

letter dated 7y1'p97 their names uere dropped*'

^  Respondents contend that as applicants being
diesel khallasis (Rs^'750-940 RPS) have their oun channel

of promotion as Mechanical Khallasis Helper (Rs^B0O-1 150);

Mechanical Fitter (oiesel) Grade III; Grade II;

Grade I; MCM Charganan 'B* and Chargoman (Annexure R-IK

they are not eligible for promotion in clerical grades

of OOOCy FUel Issuer etc7' selection for uhich uere

being held vide impugned letter dated 7;^1.57i^

There is merit in the contention of respondertta*''

S^i Bhandari has laid stress on para 184 IREM Volij? I

(Annexure A-4) but that p aragraph merely states that

every unskilled staff in running sheds and carriage

and uagon depot should be made available for promotion '

to higher grade like semi-skilled/basic tradasnanT*^'^

and there need be no subgrot^ing uith the respective

branches^ From thatp-ara it does not follou that
1

applicants^uho are acJnittedly in artisan (technical)

grade of diesel khallasis^ are entitled for promotion

in clerical cadre of 30DGf Fuel Issuer etc?

uhen they have their oun channel o f promo tion Indeed

the vacancies sought to be filled by impugned letter

dated 7f?1^7 is through promotion of those uho do not
have any other channel of promotion>^ as is clear from

para 189 IREM Vol? I (Annexure a-4) •

6o- This vidJ is supported !by Gener^ Mdnager (p)
I^thern Railuays* letter dated 17?0;9o (Anoexure R-n)
from ohich it is clear that Oiesel khallasis are to be

promoted as Fitter khallasis helper (Rs;800-115G) and

than further promoted as Skilled Fitter (loco)

(Rs?950-1500) and they are not be promoted in the

clerical side as 30DCT fuel issuer etc?
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7« Indeed applicant No^l Shri ̂ render Mohan

in hie r epr eean tation addressed to respondents (cPpy

uith English translation on record) has himself

requested for change in post from crane khallasi

to store khallasi or Fuel khallasi to appear in

the test for departmental clerks^ uhich makes it

dear that he was aware that kfeallasis in artisan

grade such as crane khallasis^ dia sel khallasis etc?

who have their oun channel of promotion are not

eligible to be considered for promotion in derical

grade

B'? Shri Bhandari during hearing handed over

across the Bar a copy of Railway Board's letter

dated 16i'5?97 reviewing the designation of cetain

caterries of artisan staffs but the aforesaid letter

does not advance applicant's daims for p-romotion

against derical cadresf?

9? In this conn action j' he also urged that

^spondents earlier letter dated 15?11?96 had given
e/7n ;

applicants a vested right to be considered^ and

^  before they were exduded from the sdectipn process^

a show cause notice should have been issued to them?

Ue are unable to agree with this contention? It is

tcue that applicant^' name were initially induded

by letter dated 15?11?9 6 to appear in the selection ^

test, but if upon subsequent exsmination, it was

brought to respondents' ndtice that they, having

their separate and distinct channel of promotion?

were ineligible for promotion to derical cadres,

and by impugned letter dated 9?1^7 their names

were dropped from the list of those called to appear?

Wo prior show cause notice was required to be issued
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/  to them, as the mere inclusion in that list of

those to be called to appear in the written test,
did not by itself create any vested right in their

favours*

10.' In this connection uB note that pursuant
to the Written test held,' those who had qualified

in the same were called for the viv^-uoce test vide

respondents^* letter dated 5^>^2Q00 (copy on record)
and respondents* counsel informed us during hsaring

^  that the selections had since been completed.''

facts and circumstances noticed apove

the warrants no interference^ It is dismissed.

No CO s ts.

9

y^Cy .1 Cje^
<'"•'5' «? Vedayalll) (S.R'r (/dig.)

Planber (3) Vice Chairman (A )
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