
CEJMTRaL AOniNlSTRaTI ve: TRIBLWaL P^-CIPaL omCH

0. A,No .251 9/94

New Qelhij this the .2^"" day of September, 1999,

HON *BL E R, S. R. ADIG E, VI CE CH ft I aN { fl,) ,

HON «3L !•: MR.4<UL DIP SIN GH, R ETIB t R (O )

Nanak Chand s/o Ram A^tar,
HsF-Ij, Office of Carriage & iiBgon Supdt#,

Morthsm Railway,
Ghaziabad (LP) ®»»«»®»Ippli catfit#

CSy AdwcateJ Shri A.-K«-Bharduaj)

Ve rsu s

1« Uhion of India

^ through

i
the Gaaaral Ranager,
Northern Railway,
Baroda Ho us e,
N eu Del hi •

2. The [E visional Railway Msnsger,
Northern Railway, Delhi m vision,

Near Cannaught Place,
N 0W Del hi •

Sh»Baboo Lai SheKachoroo,
PlOfl, Northern ffeailway, C & y Oeriot,
Ghaziabad (ip) ,

5, Sh»f?ajindsr Kuaar,
S/oSh.Shyam Sunder,
CyS Depot,
Northern Railway,
Ghaziabad (bp )

C BY Ad\ocate: Shri R.Uohauan )®

ORDER

•tear Sji'

HON^BLE P1R.5. R.>A0IGE. VICE CHal RV} aN Ca)

^plicant claims saiio .rity abo't® Respondgit

No,4 and Raspond^it No,5 on the post of Master Craft-sffiar?

u ®e , f1, 3,- 93 •

2, Heard,

3. AcinittBdly pursuant to TribLpal »s order

dated22, 10, 91 in 0a No ,1294/8 9 appl Jcant was igi

the benefit of seniority as Highly Sf<illed Fitter

(FS.380.5fiD ) u.e.f, 1.1.84,
"^0re Is no sprscifl

but 4-u
^ 5 k



J

h ...1
- 2 - 1 >'

V

denial in applicant's rejoinder to the apecinc
3«,pnent. nads by respondents on this reply -hat
B.4 and a-5 uere also p33rnoted as H.S. Fitter y.
1,i,'8 4s and stood senio rS to applicant, --is

j. j e«m4 ekillp-d Fitter and Stilled
ysrs promoted as Semi-sKiu. ea ri.

Fitter earlier than applicant. There is slso no
specific denial in rejoinder to the spacific
averment in para 4.7 of respond^ts' reply that wnlle
R.4 and f^5 uere p^^moted as Master Creftsm^, apoiiamt
ujas called for suitability test for promotion as
nm on 16.12. 9^ in his tuai, applicant failed rc
app Q3 r for the ssffl e.-

4, The Ofl is thersFcre dismtssad as sarrtiss

no intarfQrsn08. Ko costs.

. '•tt;:'.
CKULDIP SilNGH ) C S«t. iOA-re J

FIEI^BER(3) dice CHqI F11#! (a).

g/u




