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CENTRAL ADMINisTRATIVE TIUBUN AL 
ALLAHABAD BENCH 

ALLN'!AB AD• 

Dated : This the 31st day of JANUARY 2005. 

Origin•l Appli£!tian no, 279 of 2002. 

Hon• ble Mr. Justice s .R. Singh, Vice-Chairman 
Hon'ble Mr. s.c. Chaube, Member A 

R.C. Verma, s/o sri M.L. Verma, 

war king as sr. Chargeman, Diesel Loco shed, Jhansi, 

R/o 1357/l, Khati &aba, Jhilllai. 

••• Applicant 

&y Adv : sri R.K. Nigam 

VERSUS 

i. Union of India through Gener al Mana9er, 

central Railway, Mumbai CST. 

2. Chief Peraonnel Officer (Mech.). 

Cent~al Railway, 

MuJnbrl CST. 

3. Divisional Railway Manager, c. Rly., 

Jhanai. 

• •• Respondents 

By A<N i sri o. Awasthi 

0 RD ER 

By Justice s.R. Singh, VC. 

Heard sri R.K. Nigam, learned counsel for the 

applicant and sri Anil Kumar brief holder of sri D. Awaathi, 

learned counsel for the respondents. 

~v 
2. The applicant~ is senior Chargeman Gr '& • in the 

pay scale of ~. 1'00-2600 working Wlder the Divisional 

Railway Manager, Jhansi had earlier approached the Tribunal 
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2. 

by means of OA no. 798/95 for issuance of directi.on to 

the respondents therein \,.r to plilce him in the seniority 

above his juniora. ~d to grant h6a •11 consequenti•l 

benefits by way of fix•tion of p•Y in the p«y sc•le of 

~. 2000-3200 w.e.£. 1.3.1999 • 

3. The ilppliccnt hils sought for promotion in the 

pily scale of Rs. 2000-3200 as Ch arciem.n II. The Tribunill 

hilvin g reg.rd to the scheme of promotion ilS modified by 

Railw•Y Board's circular d•ted 27.1.1993. which provides 

thilt suit•bility of the candidilte could be judged •fter 
~ 

his confidential Records (CR), disposeJ.of scrutin:tsing 

the OA with direction to the respcndents to reconsider 

the case of the applfcilllt for ~mp•nelment to the post 

of Assi,:;t . .n~ Electriccl Foreman (Diesel) in the light 

of Railwcy Board's c:i.rcular No. E(NG) I-92 (CR) /3 dilted 

oa.10 .1993. While disposing Of the above OA the Tribunill 
~ V <t.---- wV~~ 

m•de~observation th•t~)jf Railw•Y aocrd'a circulcr dilted 

oa.10.1993 a c~clidate co*.ld be found suitill:»le notwithstcnding ,. 
that he WilS ilW&rded • AVERAGE. entry in his CR. 

4. consequent. upon ~he direction given by the 

Tribun•l ~ case of the ilppliccnt was reconsidered 
..f.c...'.t.-

by th• competent Authro~ity but ht• w•s found •xar YET FIT• 
~ 

far promotion on the bilsis of over illl ilssessment of record 
~:t-

of service. The ilpplicant wu found y4't notLfit fer promotion 

hwing regard to his CR for the period ending 31.3.1992. 
~ ~\.-· 

wherein he was d ... escribed as •BELOW AVERAGE! ts not disputed 

that the post of Assistant Electricill 2orem.n (D~esel)/ 

section Engineer Loco in the .gr~de ot. Ra. 20Q£>-n3200}RPS) / 
V-h o. ~"" ~ \,....-b :J" ~ .u ,..<::... ~ 

6500-10500 (RSRP) ~ Observ•tion m•dehfinds {iUpport £ran 

the original record produced before ua during the Course 
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s. 

open to 

Tae ~ssesa.1lellt lDilde by the DPC i.a not normally 
~ 

11 I! ju.dic.i.&l reYiew except where it is tiound 

.u-bi.U-,ary er hued on irrelev~t consideration. The 

Tri.ht.nal c.nnot,, eu.bstitute its own aaseaa.rnent of record 

V"J:::• 4~ of aer.rice in.t tne ~•sesanaent made by the DPC. The 

crder d~ted OS .09.2001 llhereby the applicant has been 

denied promotion v.e.£. 01.03.1993 in the circwaatilllcea 
/ / 

vtarr~t• no interference by the Tri.bunal. 

6. Accac:di ngly ~ the OA f&ils &nd is dismissed. 

1. There shall be no order as to costs. 

Al~ 
Me=z:ber A 

/ pc/ 


