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CENTRAL ADlilNlSTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
ALI.AHAB~ B ENGH : ALLAHABAD • 

#-. .... 

Original Ap!)lication No.1411B Of 1998" 

Hem 'ble Mt-. Justice s.n. Singh, Vice-Chairme1n. 
r,Ien 'b 1~ ~~. RoJ.;L SJ;'Jxas tava., :Ml~e~A. 

Ba 1 Krishna Mishra 
son 0f Shri Rama Shanker Mishra 
aged abeut 37 years, 
resident of Railway Colony, Shanker9arh. 

.• • • • • .App,lic ant. 

(By Advocate : Sri s.s. Smarma) 

Versus. 

l·~ Union Gf India owning and representin! 
'Centra 1 Railway•, net ice to ee served 
to - The Genera. l Manager, Central Railway, 
Headquarters Office, Chatrapati Shivaji 
Terminal, MJ NBAI, 

2. The Chief Signal & Telecemmunication Engineer, 
Central Railway, Headquarters Off ice, 
MJNBAI. 

3~. The Divisional Railway M;nager, 
Central Railway, o.R.M. Office, 
JABALPUR. 

4, Toa Senior Divisional Si~nal and Telecemrnunicatisn 
En!ineer, Central Railway, D .a.M. Off ice, 
Jabalpur. 

• ••.••• Respondents. 

(By l\dv0cate : Sri G.P. Ag~awal) 

_o _a_p _E_f( .. · 
(By Hon11Dle Mr.Justice s.R. Singh, v.c.) 

Heard Sri s.s. Sharma Ie ar-ne d c sunse I for too 
applicant,: 1d Sri G.P. Agarwal learned counsel for the 

respondents. and perused the pleadings. 

2. The applicant herein has instituted thi~ O.A. fer 

various reliefs aut during the c0urse Of argument, Sri 

S.S. Sha.rma. J.earneol counsel for the aJtplicant st~ted at 

bar that the re liefs claimed by too pp lie ant may })a 

cenfined to the follew~9 reliefs: 
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"(a) Th,~t. the Hon"ble Trilbuna.t may graciously be 
pleasecl to direct the res,ondents to fix/assi~n 
seni<t>rity Gf the •itPlicant correctly first as 
Si!nal Ins,ector Gr. III/Or. Engineer (Sign1l) 
Gr. II in pay scale @f Rs.148$-233@/- (RPS) 
ancl thereafter on the ~asis thereGf te fix his 
seni~rity c0rrectly ins sequent higher grades. 

{b) That the Hen '-le Tribuna i;- !rac ious ly :.e 
pleased to direct the res oYidents te ,rom@te 
the applicant as Jr. Engipeer Gr.1 in grade 
Rs .16 266e/- (RPS) and Section ~ineer 
(Signal) in ,rade Rs.2®® 32C.J®/- (RPS) en the 
basis ~f the revised seniority frem the dates ~u 
juniors to the applicant were promoted in hi~her 
grades". 

3,. It weuld thus,~vident that the relief claimed ~ 

prdmarily relates to fixation of seniarity @f the 

ap,licant in 'the cadre of Si~nal lnspecter Grade III 

re-designated as Junior En~ineer (Signal) Grade II. It is 

ne t .;!is~utea that the tentative senior· ty list 

{Annexure A-2 of the Signal Inspector Gr. III Rs.14@0-23®® 

(RPS), as on Bl .• @4.1991, was circulated vide letter Qated 

3E:l,.~!l,91 {Annexure P-2). By rreans of said notification, 

objections were invitecl sy the concernecl staff. The 

a,plicant, it ap~ears, iilecl a representation, a C&?y ef 

which has »een anntxed as Annexure A-3. On consideratien 

of various representatioll6 received in connection with 

the seniority list ef Signal Inspector Gr.JJI, a final 

seniority list was circulated »y Headcuarter vide letter 
dated 23.03.1992(Annexure P-9.). The said seniority list 
concededly attained finality and cannot he re- ,ened 

after 12 years. H<Dwever, Sri S.S. Sharma learned counsel 

for the ait!'licant suemi.t s that after de-cerrtz-a Ldz a t.Len 

of the cadre, a z na I seniority list was notified alon9With 

letter dated 14._.~2.•1995 {Annexure A-11) and ebjections ware 

invited from the c enc ez-ned staff. The a.,Jtlicant, it 

apf-lears, preferrecii a representation dated 1@. · ';•1995 

in which he questioned tm correctness Of the seniority 

list elated 23.®3 .• 1992 as well as c enrec tne ss of seniority 

list purolishea vide letter dated 14.04sl995. so 
far as the seniority list f•ub lished v:ilde letter 

dated 23 .• 83 .• 1992 is c ence r re d , we ha e alreaciy 
C' 
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the saia · 
held hereina&Gve t-b~iti_seniority list ~ttainecl finality 

and cannot ~e re-0~ened. HCi>Wever, as regards seniority 

listrdclated 14. 2,1995, the applicant alleged as under : 

"Further it is noticed in the eniority list 
circulsted vicie letter No.HPB 2©1/D/ST/Decentralisatior 
clatea 14~2.,95, my seniority positien has been kept en 
SNo. 31, which is a. irregular on addin§ name ef 
premotees between S.Ne.17 to 25, while my final 
examd.natd en c enduc ted en August 1985 and aue to .-:; · .. ::r:d 
administration delay, I have j0ined in werking post 
on @1~1©,85 at NGP and ea.10.85 with HQ at Bina." 

4.. It was with the further allegation that the 

ai,19licant sought c er.rect assignment ef his positiem in the 

seni0rity list. It is ne t dis~uted t.ha seniarity list of 

the staff working in the Jabal~ur Division was puelished 

vise letter dates @9.*6.1997. The app,licant was working 
'-.---- 

in the Jabal~ur Division.iJ1_augh the seniority list published 

vide letter aated 09.~6.97 ap@ears t0 e the final seniority 

list but there is nethin~ en re ce rc tm show that the 

~ J!'>;;jectiemh a.ated 1®.e6.,19951, ref erred · y the app,licf!nt 

ilga inst the seniGri ty list dated 14 .@2.199; was 
~- 

considered and ais {ed Of. The divisi@nal seniority list 

aates ®9~G6~97 was prepared on the ~asis of seniority list 

clated 14,.&2.1995 and ace ordingly we are ef the view that 

the objection ~referred ~y tb9 applicant as against 

seniority list dated 14.~2.1995 ought te have been 

considered and decided by the C~mpetent Aitherity. It is 

true that in his rei:re se nt.at.Lcn dated l®.,©6.!995 the 

a~plicant has not indicated as te how 
,V 

he was assigoed vtt,- 

correct p0siti~n in the seniority list dated 14.02.1995. 

Hewever, since re~resentati@n dated 10 6.95 d0es nGt a~pear 

ts have been dee ided, we are ef the view that the e nd s ©f 

justice shall De met if the Competent t.hor I ty is 

directed t(l) consider and dee ide the representation Gf the 

a11plicant dated !Gl. 6~95 (Annexure A-12}~,. N.eediess to say 
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that in the event of the refresentati n ~eins allawed1 
app>r@priate cerrective erdez s may be issued in re s~ct 

ef the seni@rity list 6:lated 9. ·61,1997. 

5., Accordingly, too O.A. is d.ispGsed of with a directiGn 

to tba DivisiGnal Railway M3n~ger, Ne th Centr~l Railway, 

J@.biilpur to consider, ... ~- . ..:: decide and disJH:>se ef the 

applicant •s representction dated l®(, f>;;.--1995- within a 

perioa of feur months f.rGm the date ef receipt of co,y ef 

the erder alengwith COlJy ef represe t.at.Lcn dated 1$.@6_.95 .. 

Ne ce s't s , 

Minish/- 

Vice-Cha irma n, 


