—

. *

-
-
i

RS

With

RA=217/92

-~ MP-1803,1804/92
0A=395/90

RA=215/52 :
MP-1799,1800/92
OA=34/90

. RA-216/92
- MP-1801,1802/92
BR=123/90 .

RAR=218/92 ,
MP-1805,1606/92
OA=360/90

RA-219/92
MP-1807,1808/y2
-OA=-182/90

RA=220/92
mMP-1809,1810/92
OA=262/90

RA=221/92
MP=1811,1812/92
0A=~185/90

- RA=222/82 .
MP=1 813,184 4,52
0A=584/90

=RA=~223/92
MP-1815,1816/92
‘0A=587/90

IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBG:

PRINCIPAL BENCH : NEW DELHI

_ R;A;:Ho.'94/92'ih 0.a. 1530/89 o
MP-340,941/92 Union ‘of India sh
I V/s Nirmal Singh ®

" S.N.Sikka,B.p,

Union of India

V/s Sanjey fMehta

Union of Indie
¥/s Ashuni Kr,

Union of India
V/s A.K,Jzim -

Unidn of Indisa
V/s Amrish Kr,

Union of India
V/s A.K.Shukla

Union of Indie -

V/s HeAsKazmi

Union of India
V/s V.K.Rahija

Union of India

IR

©

.Ramesh Gasstam

EQX.JOSepﬁ‘ﬂ

Kehtria

" Ramesh Gautem

~doe

—do- o

_do;-

v/s Smt.Ashakhurapa

.. Union of India

V/s S.K.Sharma

, .-do-'




FIRPURNNPINN. i P

e T e ____‘..J-. - ’ ;v. ' Yo -
7 o - TRE fevicw - px;canxonsnava gean viies - Nt
¥ T2 oLs e 4 Z
Y s % . .f-x.. - ’ .
by the petitionera/rnspondents in the aforesaid é
- . Bt
e B N e : : x, X e - l '5
o 3 |
B o b 3a ..f, N . . i
' ;
Dladmig we f

“£;$;“': In tha judgementﬁ'he follouing "directions

o E A e e I
= RN oy

B H W74 : .
YAVt s ENY § 0 i f Ty iy B4 fming I A T N s SR
N 52N [ R * .. e L i Es
were given -
-
SedE pun Buislon ed

Weavratt T8 YL

ma1e¥nonth‘é noticswin casa»o! |
“xnpplic@ntsﬂypp had. saryg@ contl-
Houaly forvo e three yenrs-axc» e

.:}3, t‘” R v
s et a d the. ppilcahts'uould
G e DTN Y R et N ARN S N e e - »
< : begdeambd;ta*bo L ‘coRtinuGus -
SRR .:;3qwggg,v3,rv1cavuith no.. back uggaswfor the .
spnilcas walves s 9B, Leoe Mperiods thay havelnot actually worked-
cad F e '{, . :
: . LA i AP LNR&EYG i )

) The. respondents ‘should consider.: .each: .
“tﬁugonwnsritft0¢ddtérnﬁnd~uhothonﬁ ’ '

3uo:e¥=namgg 1shauld. be:g 0 'fen»




3':"' A' "9'908 (1). it has b-n nentlon.dfinwthwﬂir
r'\'“"' .Ppllcation that th. .pplie.nt. hl\ll tri.“’ T

Ldn:the_taae of tho applicanta“—-

-?f{;nf-_uy‘ffﬁffirula 301 il not applicabﬁlf

' R n thah continuancu is- aubject to pau.f.ng tha -nninnuon
'.?of Appendix 2A.» Horeovar, ha drw' attontion :to tha Judgcnont
_of the Hon'ble Suprene Court 1n Stata of Uttar Pradaah e B

. and othars v/e Kauahal Kumar Shukla‘[rUT 1991 (1) SC 1q§7

iIt hac further been addad that the judgement ralied on B

by the applican? heinb 0@ "No. 115/90 decided by Lucknou
Bench has already beandhtﬁg“dghztbythe Judgement in D.A.

ol R Y Y w\lun TE - T aiey gy,
. - LLAST Y it oxu s !

ﬂp. 2346/90 of Atul quar Sharma v/a Unlon of India. FurthﬁrJ

el a3 PR Y v
¢ -?%ﬁbng in tqs‘Edggw?ffdd;vﬁdnn;“;nd Qigi”y/s‘Pnlon of India
decide@ bxaynggno%‘Q9nspﬂt *Ronde
A decis{gnﬂ{gy@éﬁ;iNqﬁgE?g{%?ﬁzin bed; taken on similar
Eﬂtiééﬁt‘q9£95ffywar° the ﬂgg{{gnfion.na? bean dfsm#ssed. N
4o In ragard to the above contentionSof the Learned i

: £ 1w T
.ftounsel'fO: the patitionar, 1; may be pointed out: that

-y B Y
B350 158 g . i_‘-. 50 :_."r 1;1 b '\-;

1ty 1!“

. h“"’“tﬂtb an exeabttan th &he ganeral rule that uheh
,4 F-L T B ,, Vg : e

ONnCe a:
B G a,_i PYE:

, \?Q«g’v “q 9’4
nent is llgnq

LA L N W - MEf

Llnd pronouncad 1t cannot “:_°

'% L yafﬁatﬁanda‘baﬁpltsr@d or adgad ‘to aRd henca the right to
- O S 1 "a”xb‘t"(:i&’eabl:a .nml:ya uhera circumstances are distinct—
uz"};h-f—(ﬁ .x.}»r.z.f?.. G v -
1 ly dgbered by atatdtof§3%§captions. By a roviau applica- 5
? tion a casa cannot b; ;;L fguad and tha judgemnnt re-uritten.L_
i \JEE’. '}.’Edl&ﬁuu A ri..d J"Sﬁ'ﬂn ).,,y,,i'* QAT Av"" s e
uAspjgduog”pgkqgsﬁynicgIhggpqglregdy baen dlacusaad aarllor.;_.f-ﬁ
J e Eet gy ‘Ea&&révéwsﬁﬁweéswbty*of para 301 of tha IREG the G
&nSF'- Jik ﬁ”N$?P Kgﬂjﬁwv %;ﬁ »

Judgement dated 2$.i.q§92 dealt uith tha 1asua and 1t una?',

HEEESD gL 135!snmﬁ S Lunrvd aaﬂaﬁn BTN "
o . n Loh“é ders uere violati
. .‘g"'ﬂ‘ga -6, 2 --; ﬂb&"«‘f"-?g _jth t khe ar 3 ét l‘ : :




fﬁo 1nconsistan§{{ba

Yz ‘f -

-:ierminatibn againatvruLa 301 pf IBEC‘Eo'id not be

sty

’ maintaineﬂ. I~ 4 ,
. As”regards~the judgement‘iniﬂ A.”2146/90 of i
: Gas ”ﬁpﬁ“a'i‘;ntad“ ‘éf’t r i
IELERE 145/90*relatad io applicants Qﬁo-here appointad 1n @f
. : 5. "3 ’}‘"N !::
; Decembat 1985 i.a; prior to issue of ‘the Qaid instruc- o
'''' z -u‘tl.-' "‘{\ B é( & SR ' !’"
Iﬁ the prosent case also all the.applicants uere' ih
‘ ,f5:5.1986uexeapt one  hose case was thatw
' 'h any e.se.the judgem
. ~“(T~ el R o

Tbns. 6TET ‘ln 0k 2146/90 uas

' avaxléblo
ﬂe%f’“‘he‘ari ng ofJ

f“-;

Cgh s pt i

jffs,su:a'* at |




A | ed that ‘duz;i.ﬁg :
“mi. fyii uth stﬂguemantqi ] 14 7. 1992 thn éoénael for th- lpplicants
;g Eagiv”éw 'had ﬁﬁdé;Aha nllgdhﬁiona t;atﬁéﬁ;n
7 s ' ;  ¢ ‘chirie b;re giv;nhto somo Clark Gradorl;"
sgolvisa 1o dos ATﬁE ftoui'us el“ ‘sf’o 3 ﬁfb a” gr).;;::c;;; fism, ht:uefv.r,. con trover ted
%g41«'$sa

”“Wthe-arbuamahts éhd denlbd thp allagations. Dn hia>

i i . - B 1£<f«;
e W*"f.i’ “8gy - néﬁ had direeteditha c?"nael for the

4,#1

Fady . asar respondanfi? “Wflie CB affiaevit

zix LSRR

to the effact that no

4 AT, Sl s S

ad been givenlaore than three

R AT HE 24

3 : chances arter the pollcy nf tha Railuay Board dated

ARG @

oG dnaa direct recruited Edi h

Eiladw,thegaf idavit on

( + %7.2.1952? ;yut tﬁhis;ia&a no“t talggnl Notice of by the .
s #¥nE3il4a bench ?hllé'thfw§gggemehf ua&
¥ o ”7“:j'“>ﬁglivéry of? © 3 ;
SR i the éearch of fh?‘fffidavit it vas. logatad on the _ é
kgt {;’e:&ra? DT . j o aser <ases | | i
R e %?Qa.gﬁ?Uhile 1t is Frugﬁgﬁgtéthgg affid vit;was not
somw ainsailiy takén natic;‘;f;g?e ;;i;t fOr guﬂaide “gpn is uhethar
"eoEEN BELT GBI thia af?;;;;ftﬁ:;éiéwéiggr ghg$Q£59ct§gpﬁggs (2)‘given 
A in the judgemant. N Tl?; aﬂ_f‘iiﬂdayg%}tﬂaays thfa‘;g;shxfi Igbal
geft yasunsl. Fghl barut - L &t gt ) |

N g 1A L . :
: A E AT N I A2
iy is a‘mﬂpﬂ’f?*“-" s ﬂ his S
IR they were given nore than,thpee chancaa,but this was .
v : o L .4 Fega
peeist evert Rinmteowe

priorﬂio the final policx ;g}p 60un.by the Railuays oni 4

,‘.u.w—-"

certiried e
Lo Soa g Ewﬁﬁ“,f T PR
g f}iesrffﬂpixn*” g spaeniy. T s O
P b RS coma into- exlatenca no C%g 5
. W, .%ﬁﬁ s :
e ﬁ&.‘,. m.-;,r~,.~.~. =St :
E e gy gfhree J
Fowudan b more than three chanceq? i ,gaum,s
o e . g SRS & Eh
j o opme e i gt wl $ .
Laarnad Counsel fog th
4 ﬁ&%agqg"q‘ﬁ- £ G
tﬁé rev;lian petitionansaid

R PTR R

2
z




SRR S AT
vere . | - minS

th°Y '”°"9°t Othirqlgiven a chence to, appear at

A dix 11-0f “the. examinetio : Beathat as. it WRELERRE,
” ppa?~~on acceptanc e -of - the. cfridcvit referred. to “%f?ﬂﬁ{

e EEa Ry ””ouc’dfrectioniget S, No.2[temaine°ana1tcred ~¢
':{}%ﬁ;fi i “in vieu ef the fcct that ft wl: obeecvcd in tho huﬁ;* AR

ERLE judgement tHit*ﬁare“iS?aor tREHﬂpﬂovidée thet noreally

“‘5;?‘1 ;fnoﬁrailoey eeruhnt oilkr bekalloued to eake the exemi-_?F_u

‘ ;fﬁésf fnatfon nore than thrice”bUﬁ the FA&CADvmay in deserving Mﬁ
o o
|

sacasee petnit theucandidatee te take examination fcurth

i ’h tine and in"wery exceptionai”caeeé theuﬁenﬂral Hanager

;5515;a4;e§n_ may’permit " candidate~to take examinetion for the fi'thzi{
R and the last. time.i_ The direction given by us "" ror =~ |

1
|

the reepondente to consider each case on merit for ﬂwp
: SR . . as suych - w?
7;7?*2?“"ffrggg~ giving more chances and no mandetory directioq[to é!mpel Mf

r‘:; Lt H

tha reepondenta to allow a chance uaa given.

11. = Aa“regardeethe~third*dxrection uhich said that iwi
¥ ,' , h.fv.»’ the reapondente ehoutd consider the cases of the appli-‘f
'?,cante for change of categories in . the same acale of pay-
it haa’been mentioned in the revieu application thet
i

the category of Shri Rameeh Kumar Srivaatava vas alloued

to be chenged before hia reault of examination et ,;pen-

dix II-A uas declared. Hie category uas changed only ‘s

because of the fect that Shri Srivaatava uas applying ”'I'
S '1l

domeetic circumetancee and on h;s persiatent reQUeete:;“j

”v'w

" the natter vas coneidered by ra&cao of both tha reilueye I‘

end he uae allcued inter-railuay tra-nafer by order

dated 14 6.1989.~ The applicant cannot clain appgint-,-gng

4.; ment as a natter gf right. 3__3_;.g




T

“Qfﬁect’that tho applicant gan clatm change ef a p ntment

et IR
ST 711

.a

’ : gﬁgnwaMQHQQ“af.aafiqagyain*thﬁ éamawpachale. Thia direc-
_miﬁafébé#f o tion da- murelyﬁnetﬂanserting thateths npplicant ean
claimnﬁ changa“ot category as- awaattiraof right

13¢vx;Mf In u;euogﬂﬂthe”aforeaaid nnbsarvatiens, the revieu
petit ons . dgmnat ‘yarrnant- a mndiricatban of the directions

'ﬁand aaeadismiseed":Ther is. alse:atand dieposed of.

{Epy Gupta}
Pember (A

] -
e Y

T SR S 3 A . emr o o b y
Bymw i bR wmiid ridod Yo Al i ¥ g rablie

~ by 1 5 . 3 £ mes
2 TS ITENLRA0S  gaw  TyIruy el

n 1 b I 4 ~3 Pyey - 3 . N 4 v 3, - S
STHLOGGR mABis S aenig Jossiions ol SUBELLG.AY a@vga

53, 9,




