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R.A- 69/95 IN
iO«A« 1875/90 Nbuj Dalhi, dated th« April, 19*95

HOJ'BLE f^R. 3.R. ADIGE, MEriBER (a)

HCJN'BLE MRS. LAKSHMI SWAMINATHAN, MEra cR (3)

1, Shri Ashok Kumar Das
3/o Shri 3,P« Das

2, Shri Ram Pal Singh
3/o Shri Dsryav Singh

3, Shri Ramash Bhasin
• S/o Shri Ram Ashra

4, Shri Ram Bilash
3/o Shri Hira Lai '

5, Shri Ram Kishsn
S/e Shri Fat»hi Singh

6, Shri Ummed Singh
S/o Shri Chander Singh

7 . Shri S.K». Ganguli
S/o Shri D.N. Ganguli

8, Shri Gaj Raj Singh
S/o Shri Lbk Raj

9. Shri R»B« Garg
S/o Shri Tik Ram

lOr Shri Suraj Kumar Chakroborty
S/o Shri S«K« Chakraborty

11. Shri Man Mohan Kumar
S/o Shri Lajpat Singh

12, ~ Shri Gircharan Singh
s/o Shri Piara Singh

VERSUS

1. Union of India through th#
3»cr«tary, Ministry of Dafancn
Gov«mm«nt of India

Nbuj Delhi

2• Th« Dirsctor General of
Ordance Factories,
Ministry of D»f«nc»
Mursdnagar
Distt, Ghaziabad (U.P^)

3e Ths Gsneral Managerj
Ordnance rsctory,
Ministry of D«f®nce,
Murednagar,.
Distt. Ghaziabad (U.P.)

•APPLICANTS

RESPiDNDEWTS



/
-

ORDER (BY CIRCULATION)

BY H^-QM^BLE f^R. ADIGE. PIETOER (.0

In this R^A. bearing No, 09/95 filed by Shri Ashok

Kumar Das and iOthtrs on 23.3,95 it has been prayesi tc

r#viBw judgament dat*d 15.2,95 in 0-A- 1875/90 Ashok Kumar

Das & iDthtrs Vz. Union of India & Others.

2. In that judQ«m»nt tha applicants, all £l8ctr5ci£ns

{skillad) in th« Muradnagar Criisncs Factory hs^ irapugnod the

action of the rsspondents in non-considnring them for

promotion as UliirBmsn (Skilltd Gr» II) and Wir^inen (Skillsd

Gr. I). In that judgimant it was notsd that th#

applicants had joined struice as Uirsmcn. (Skilled), and at that

tim» promotion in the Wiir»m®n cadra being non-axistant,

th» applicants had bctn promotad as Electricians (Skillad)

upon thsir cltaring thi necessary t«sts, which ensbltid th«rn

to bs consid«r«d for furthiir promotion as Electrician

(Highly Skill«d) and Master Tschnician. Howevsr, consequent

to tha Guha Committ«e *s rscommtndatiors Wireman ujirt

racognisBd as an indBpsndent trade with thuir job

specification, skill levels, duties and responsibilities,

and consequently promotion opportunities had opened up in

this Wiremen Grade* Under this circumstances, if the

Wireman Cadre formed a separate class, and the reapendents

restricted further promotion uithin that cadre, they could

not be faulted an®! the was dismissed.

3, In the R*A< the main ground is that the Guha

Committee*s recommendations are faulty because instead of

rationalising and amalgamating various trades and scales,

it further split th® trades of liiiremen/Eilectrician, although

it is claimed their job is almost identical for all

practical purposes.



4, Nsithtr this groune! nor any of th» oth«r grounds,

taken in thi R.A- bring it within th« scop# and ambit

of orsJsr 47 RuIb 1 CPC unrfsr which alone any i»vi«w of a

judgem«nt/deci3ion/btd«r of a Court/Tribunal is

permissible, A review petition cannot be used as a

guise for an appeal petition to reopen ansl rehear e case

which hae been decided lafter h»aring both parties

oh merits,

5. Under the circumstances, this R-A- ia rejected.

(Mrs. LAKSHMI SUAFIINATHAN) (S.R. ADIGE)
Member (3) Member (A)


