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IN THE CENI RAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
JODHPUR BENCHo JODHPUR 

O.A. No. "391/1995 
T:"lt :- 'N'O': ~ 

DATE OF DECISION • 31.03 .2 000. 

Praveen Kumar Nagar Petitioner 
----------~=-~~~------------

Mr • Chandra ~ h~khar, Adv • , brief holder for 
Mr. M .. c. Shoot; Advocate for the !Petitioner (s~ 

Versus 

1 

_u_n_J._· cn~_o~f=-=I~n=d=i=a=-=&'-An"-=· =r-"'. ________ Respondent{ s) 

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice a...s. .• Raikote, Vice Chairman 

The Hon'ble Mr. Gop.o.;.al Singh, Administrative .MeniJer 
~ 

I 

·,) 

L Whether Reporters of local papers may ba allowed to soe the Judgement ? /V"'O 

2. To b~ referred to the Reporter or not ? ~~ 

3. Whether their Lordshipi wish to sec the fair copy of the Judgement 1 M:f 

4. W~thor it needs to be circulated to other 

~---4--~ 
( GOpal s~ ' 
Adm. Member 

Benches of the Tribunal ? N't1 

(s.a.~) 
Vice Chairman 



/ .... 

lN THE. CENTRAL ADI\fi.NJJ;i1RAT IVE 'IRIBUNAL, JO.DHl?tR BENCH, 

J 0 D H l? U R. -------
Date of Order s 31.03.2000 

O.A. No.391/95 

Praveen Kumar Nagar S./0 S..hri N..,I< .. Nagar, Electrical 

Fitter (:Oiesel) Gr.II.I, western Railway, Abu Road. 

••• Applicant 

Vs 

1. The Union of India through General Manager (P), 

~' western Railway, Headquarter Office, Church 

~· Gate, Bombay. 

2. The Divisional Railway .Manager, (Establishment), 

western Railway, Aj a:rer. 

• • • Respondents 

Mr. Chandra S.hekhar, Adv., Brief holder for 

Mr. M..C. Shoot, Counsel for the Applicant. 

Mr. R .. K. Soni, Counsel for the Respondents • 

C!RAM 1 --
•• 

Hon• ble Mr • Justice B,.S: .• Raikote, Vice Chairman 

Hon• ble Mr. Gopal 6iingh, Administrative Member 

ORDER 

( P.I1R HOt-t• BLE z.a. GOPAta aJNGH, ) 

In this application under ~ection 19 of the 

Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985, the applicant has 

pra.yed. for setting aside the inpugned order .dated 

17.8.1995 at A~~xure A/1, qua the applicant. By way 

of interim relief the applicant has prayed for staying 

the operation of inpugned order dated 17 .a .1995 at 

Annex. A/1, qua the applicant. 

c'"-r~ Contd ••• .2. 
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2. The operation of iupugned order dated 17 .a.• 95 

was stayed qua the applicant vide our order dated 1f.9 .• 95. 

3. Circumstances leading to the present application 

are that while the applicant was working as Electrical 

-~ Khallas i with the reSpondents -departmant, he •das sent on 

· deputation to Iraq Railway in .March, · 1988, where he r~ma-oined 

upto 07 .9.1989. .During the applicant• s deputation abroad, 

the respoooents conducted selecticn for the post of Elec­

trical Fitter (Diesel) Gr. III, and a panel dated 18.8.1 89 

was declared. Since this pa,nel inclUded many of his juniors, 

the applicant _represented his case to the respondents for 

f~~ ~~ ccnsidering :b"l:~ case also. Thereupon, selectial test was 
~~--~~- ---,,~~ 
/ }?/ ,;,;;:-·tYb- ''\~~~ ~eld for the app~icant and he was eapanelled vide respon-

1 ll ·~·,~~-!f \" ,) ..-
:It '~. .?.:') H.'•· ~ants• letter dated 03.9.1991 (Annex.A/2) for the post Of 

\~\\<_.;:~>>,:-._:,.,:£~ JA~'l'1Electrical Fitter Gr. III, and aft-er due training be was 
;:.,.'Y·'"·.··-~ . 

'--~-----!.i'~fi'1r"'~~ posted as such on 25.1.1993 at AbU Road. 

.-.__; 

•· The panel dated 18.8al989, w~s challenged by some 

aggr.ieved enployees in G.A. No .86f/92, before the Jaipur 

Bench of the Central Administrative Tribunal, and the said 

O .. A .. was decided on 22 .9 •1994. quashing the panel dated 

18.8.1989 with further following observations a 

11'Looking to the hardship, we direct that 
the appointments so made may be continued 
for a per icd of three months only from . 
the de&te of the receipt of the copy of 
tl').is orders. _The respondents will be_ at 
liberty to give the provisional appoint-
nents afresh on the basis of the uerit list 
/marks secured till the fresh selections 
are made according to the r~les arid the 
persons who are eligible are allowE!d to 
app~ar. CThus, the provisional appointments 
so given shall not b~ continl.le¢1 beyond one 
year. _ However, the ~esponden'tS will be at 
liberty to prepa're the fresh panel acc_ording. 
to the r'ules and in case the panel is pre­
pared earlier, then that panel can be enforced ... 

C ..... ~- ~,o~f-­
~J 
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Accordingly 1 the respondents -department cancelled the 

panels dated 18.8.1989 and 03.9.1991 vide their letter 

dated 19.6.1995 (Annex.R/1) and enpanelled candidates 

allowed vide (Annex.R/1) to continue provisionally on 

,~ tnepost of EleCtrical Fitter Gr.III. till22.9.1995 1 and 

thereafter the promotion would stand cancelled automati­

cally. Apprehending reversion to the post. of Khalasi vide 

irrpugned order dated 17.8.1995 (Annax.A/1), the applicant 

filed this application on 07.9.1995, and got the stay vide 

Gur order dated 14.9.1995. 

s. . . Notices wer,e issue~ to the respondents and they 

have filed their reply •. _It has been submitted by the 

respondents that the app~icant was considered and promoted 

to the post of E;lectrical Fitter Gr ._.III_ on the ground that. 

S()me of }lis J~iors were promoted vide panel .dated 18.8.' 89 

during his _abse~ce on deputation to Iraq •. aince the panel 

dated 18.8~1989, has been cancelled in terms of the order 

dated 22 .9 ..• 199.4 in .O.A. Nq .864/92 of the Jaipur Bench of 

the central A4ministrative Tribunal~ and this panel dated 

1e.e.• 89 inclUdeq eaployees senior to the applicant also, 

thus the reversion of the applicant alongwith his seniors 

placed on the panel dated 18.8.'89 is not illegal or arbitra-

ry. S..ince his seniors stoOd reverteo w .e .f. 22 .. 9 .1995 vide 

cb:qer dated _17 .8.1~95 (Annex.A/1), _the applicant cannot be 

allowed to continue on the promoted post of Electrical Fitter 

Gr.III. Further, it has been submitted by the respondents 

that_ they have organ~seq fresh selecti.on du.ri:ng S.;epteni>er, 

1995 1 in whiCh the applicant has also participated. 

contd ••• 4 



OA No.391/95 

6. we have heard the learned counsel for the parties 

and perused the records of the case. 

7~ It is a fact that selection of the applicant 
on 

wasJfoo:iiil~'l:l/the ground that some of his j rmiors had been 
. ·-:r- ------\ 

' 

ernpanelled on the panel dated 18.8.1989~ while the applicant 

was away to Iraq on deputation. It is not a case that the 

applicant was the only person eligible for selection. Thus, 

his selection for the post of Electrical Fitter Gr.~II 

cannot be viewed in isolation. s,ince the panel dated 

16.3.1989. stood cancelled in terms of th; order dat·ed 

22 .9 .199._ of the Jaipur Bench of the central Administrative 

Tribunal, and all the persons appearing on the panel dated 

18.3.1989 inclUding e~yees senior.to the applicant, stoOd 

re~erted vide order dated 17.8.1995, t~e applicant cannot 

make out a grievance of hLs reversion on the ground that 

no notice was given to him and his reversion would entail 

civil consequences. 

s. .In the light of the abOV'e discussion. we do not 

find any merit ;n this application and the same deserves 

to be dismissed. 

The O.Aa is accordingly dismissed with no order 

as to costs. 

~ I 
( GOPAL Sl:BGH ) 

~ 
( B.A .. R.AlKaJ:'E ) 

A.dm. Member Vice Chairman 
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