
OPEN COURT

CENTRALAJ:l\.1INISTRATIVETRIBUNALALlAHABADBENCHALlAHABAD

DATED: PUAHAeADTHIS THE 11th DAy OF JAN.1996.

QOORlM : Hon 'ble Mr. T. L. Verma, Member-J
Hon 'ble Mr. D. S. Eaweja !,.lMember-A

1, Mohd , IshaKhan, 5/0. Mohd. Zakaria Khan, r/o. 190/3771-
Ni ha Ipur , Allahabad, pre serrt l v wor kIno at Kanpur
Central Northern Rail,·ay's Reservation Office,
as HE &. RC(CNS)

2. Sri A.K.B1atnagar e/«, late Mahadeo Prasad/Rio.
11CF,Fazalganj Rat Iv av Colony, Kanpur

:3. Sri Br ij esh Kime r Singh HE &. RC , slo late
Ram Kishore Sinqh Rio. 62/89, Harbans Moha 1,
Kano ur ,

.~
4. Smt. Alhi Ie sh Kunar (HE &. RC)

B/o. Sri Parma Nand Rio. D. 96, Sha Lcen Naoar ,
Kanpur •

....... Applicants •
(By Advocate Sri I.B.Singh)

Versus

(

1. G~neral Manaqer{Personnel),
Northern Ra I lway , HQ Office,
Baroda l-b use, Nev' DeLhf, ,

2. The Divisiona 1 Ra il Manaoer, (P)
Notthern Raih'ay, Allahabad.

••••• Respondents.

_O_R_D_E~(Oral }

{~Y_~~~El~_~E~_!~!~Y~E~~L~~~E~E=jl

The applicants, I!nquiry c lIR-Reservation Clerks,

Kanpur Centra 1 Northern Railway, Kanpur kl~file<i

this apPlication,~straining the respondents from

holding selection for the post of Enouiry CLIR-

Reservation supervisor grade ~. 16CO-2660/- and

for issuinq a direction to the respondents to promote
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the applicant to th~ said post.

2. The corrte nt i.on of the Ieer ne d counsel for the

applicants is that since vacanc ies in Grade Rs.1600-266C/-

are available and the applicants)",'ho are senior most, ~

entitled to be i pr omot.ed to the said post. This a rrnme rrt of

the learned counsel. for the applicant cannot be accepted.

Apoo intment on a post for vh ich se lection test has to be
11vtA

cleared, can not be &l'~a~i without pa s s ino the r er-ui.r s d

selection test. It is not the case of the applicants that

persons juniors to them, in the senio r Lt v list,have been

given promotion ignorinq their claim. 1\Jotonly that the

persons, who are senior to the applicants who have 0iven I
a dhoc promotion, ha"e ~~ also been as~ed to (~:n'''ear in the

sa Ld se lection te st. The re spondent s, therefore, cannot. bef;Mi.;v
faulted with +ht1 decision to hold selection test for

7{
promotion to the post of Enr-u ir v cLm':'Reservation Super v isor ,

'Ii-

3. It va s next ar oued that Chief Commercia I Ma'1aaer has

recom~ended for decentralization of cadre of Shief Reservati-

on Supervisor qra'ie Fs. 1400-2300 and 1600-2660/-. According

to the applicants, if the aforesaid cecommendation of the

Chief Commercial Manaos r has been accepted, the chances of thE

applicants for promotion to the grade of Rs.160C-266C/- would

have heen enhanced. Since no decision ~ecentra lizationJas

per the recommendation of the Chief Commercia 1 Manar;e9 has

I(
been ta '<en, no rioht has accrued in favour of the

appl Ic arrt.s , ba sed on the said recommendet ion. Even if a

dec ision for decentralization had been taken, the app Licant s

would have had to appear at the selection test for promotion

on the said post.



•
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4. In view of the above, v'e find that no case for

admiting this ep pHc at.Lon has been made-out. This

application is accordinqly dismissed at the admission

sta~e itself as not-maintainable.

Pandey /-


