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lN 'lHE Ci!NTRAL AI:t1:llilIS'IRf·.T1'/E TRIBUNAL, 

AlLA9ABAD BENCH , ALLAHABAD • 

• • • • 

Original .Application no. 147 of 2000 . 

this tha 8th a ay of 1"1ay ' 2001. 

HON ' BLE MR. s . DAYAL, MFMBER ( A) 

!:!_ON ' BLE r-m. RAFIQ UDDll~, t-1Pl-1BER( J ) 

• 

Amari t Lal, S/o Sri Anand 1, R/o House no. 21-F Rail\·1ay Colo-

ny, Panki, Kanpur Nagar. 

Ji:>p 1 ic ant • 

By Advocate : L.M. Singh. 

Versus. 

Un ion of India through the General Managr->r, 1'1 .R., Railway 

Baroda House, Ne,., Delh 1. 

2. The Divisional Railway Manager, t-T . Rly, DR?-1 Office, 

Allahabad. 

3 . The Divisional Supdt. Engineer (Co-ordination), 

l~ . R. , DRM Office, Allahabad . 

4 . The Senior Divi sional Personnel Officer, .. 1 . R., DR1'1 

Office, Allahabad . 

s. The Asstt. Engine 0 r (Trac¥) , !1 .R., Old station Kanl')ur. 

6. The soct ion Engineer (Tract), Headquarter ~'last t1 . R. 

Ol d St at i on Kanpur no. 4 . 

Rospond~nts. 

By AdvCX!ate : Sri A. Tripathi. 
' 

0 R D E R' (ORAL) 

S. DAYAL, I•1a.1BER (A) 

This application has been proferr-a for a 

d irec:t ion to th1=1 r<'snondi:mts for setting-aside the order 

dat~ 20.1. 2000 propos ing the written tAst to bP. h~ld on 

19 . 2. 2000 and to allot;/ thn app l 1c ant to appear in tho 

\J.rritten t:est for promotion to the post of Permanent i-Jay 
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Sc;>e~7isor ( P \·.S in sl')ort) in the nay- scale of (l·. 4500- 7000/-

~e case of the c;riplf.cant is that he was 

ar?Ointed on the post of Gangman on 19 . 11. 19 77. It i s statee 

that th~ a:J"')l !cant in the canacitv of Gancman has bcsn 
.... - - - -

el~aged .::.s Sto.rtnan in tl10 office o:: Section Engineer 

(':'rack) !<anpur &"1d drawing the salari of Gangma.11 in t~"? 

seal of f.s. 2650- 4000/-. Therefore, t.~,... ~plicant i2s 
I ~ 

fully cr~ai1=.tea to c.ppear in th@ \·Jritten test for t:i.-_ nost 

• 4500- 7000/- against 25% quota of Lilnited Departm(?l'ltal 

Cor:petitive Exa-rr.ination ( LICE in s.~ort) . It i s claimed 

t:--.at t..~e ~Pl ic a~ t has bero \JOr}~ ing as Stora:ia.'"" al though 

d r <?Y'in.g t'r)c sala.~,. or Ganc;man. It is also claimerl that 

a ntz:lbar of jun iors 'hcne b~'"'n allor.·led to appear 1..11 tha 

I.IC~ al t:"louch t.h07 ., .. -er':t -;~rk ina as FAX C'berator and ~iat~ial - - - .. 
Chaser e-=-...c . \·le find fr<>:71 t~e facts ai.ven in oara 4 . 5 of 

t.~e o • • '\. tbat Sri Pa-~hipal \7a.5 ,.~rking as . !ato CJ'ld Sri 

Ra-:; Prata;> and Sri Jai ~Jarain Upadhayay ;;arc \·D=kina as 

~ax q,~ator & ~:aterial Chaser rnspectively, t.'1o:igh th~T 

'7e.!'e jll!'! tor to h in. The appl 1c ant c lairns that the requ.irad 
Y\4"..) \.... 

-:rua.li~1.cation> is !i ig:h School in Sci~e \-1ith t...li.ree l'""'ars 

e);>erience =or pro::x:>tion on tha p ost of P \·S. It is claimed 

he had r:lade a r::;>r esentat ion, but the samo has not 

bee: di.s:30sed o:: so-Far. 
~ 

:·;·e hcwe heard Sr 1 L.t-!. s i..Ylgh counsel for th~ 

a;:ipl::.ca;it and Sri A . ':'r:,Path i , cotmsel for th respo~de:'lts . 

4. ·!hG Tespo::aen=s have mentioned that the 

applicant has 'been selectad ~ stor'."T.lan , th!ch was a 

select 1.on post and h ~s bee.."l '\.Orl:-in~ 0-:1 the said post since 

It is a5mitted b-,.r tr.~ r s-'Ondents in their -
Counter r e?ply -':hat no ra:o:d p~rtai.."1 b g· to th(-» s~l~t ion 

held in 1982 i s r:.o"' ava 1.1 able i.¥} the 
Of 
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th<' respondents. I t is contended by tho l earne.d cotmsel 

for the resoondents that only Gangman , Koyman, MatP \·nth 

three years regular service in th,.. gr ade and having 

qualificat i on of Intarmediate/High School •Nero e lig i ble 

to apply for th<" post of P \·l.S • 

..... 

s. The short i~sue involv~d in this case is t-ihether 

th:? a:--plicant h as been permanently allocat€d the cadre of 

storcman and ~etain9d no l ien on tho post of Gangman after 

his sal e:::tion as Storenan. No seniority list o-f StorBTian 
l....-

or Gangman has been p roduced by either of the part~. The 

l earned counsel for t he r espondents has not been abl e to shoT.-1 
~;~ 

that any ment~ :.fe_--~h;: J.:~~~~ J.~-In~i~l.\'la.YJ-
Establishment t-1anual. Vol . Il Tho app lic unt is sho·cn as 

Gangman/storeman in the ·l e t-';: e r dated 10. 6. 1998 \1ritten by 

the Asstt. EnCJ ineer (Trc:ck) , Kanpur addressed to the n. R. 1·1. 

(PersonnPl), ~Torthern Rail \1ay, Allahabad ( A..11n nxur~ 4 to th~ 

O. A.). This l etter i s of oligibl~ candidates for UX:Z for 

t he post of p~·;s. 

6. The r espondents h avo ment ion("'d in rasponse to 

the claim of the applican t that he ha s bee::i 'l-:Orking as 

Storeman though Hx19 dra\-1inq the sal ary of Gangman and that . .~ 

tho pay- scale of Storeman & Gangman are the same. 

7. v.e find from Annexure-1 to th . O.A. that the . 
person mC'lltioned at sl . noo 55 fo r LIX:E was ad hoc Fax 

Operator and the oerson mentioned at sl. no . 56 \'las als'o 
~ 

ad hoc Material Chaser. It is contended by the rt'.'.'sponacnts 

that thGse persons t·1aro continuing on th3 list of Gangman 

becausa they had been v:orking on their respective p ost on 

ad hoc bas is, "mile the apol 1c ant \·1as regularly postf'd as 

store.man. 
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a. In view of the above. we direct the respondents 

~o consider the applicant as eligible in the LDCE for the 
/ post of PWS as and when it is 

for promotion from the date of 

held and to be considered 
if~~.cv.c~. L-

his juniors~ we find that 

the relief claimed by the applicant for being allowed to 

appear in February. 2000 has become infructuous as the 

examination has already been held in February•2000. 'lhe 

o.A. stands disposed of as above with no order as to costs. 

Q_ --\r-\_~~ 
MEHEMBER ( J) 

k-
MEMBER (A) 

GIRISH/-
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