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IN THE CENTRAL AOMINISTRATIV~ TRIBUNAL 
JODHPUR BENCI:1· 

JODHPUR 

••• Applicant. 

VERSUS 

Union of India & Ora; ••• .Respondents~-

CORAM:. 

Hon*bla Mr. Gopal Krishna, Vice Chairman. 
Han' ble Pis Usna Sen, Administrative Member•• 

~~-ER HON'BLE MR .• GOPAL KRISRNA : 

~t:;~~:~1~ ... 
,~/ ,/'· ..... ~,\;-t-r\ Applicant s.PeCbugb in this applica-tion under 
! ~ ,r!-)~.~.c. , . '~. 

i ~· i'·\•>.I'T~~" ' ,:".\ 

1 ·.J --~~-.;,: .< Sect,io,. \· 19 of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985• 
:\ '1 :\ ' ;J· : . ,, ' ·-....: :. '' ,~... . .: . 

.: . · has >sought a direction to respondents 1 & 2 to extend 
:: r-·~··"- . ._..I/ . , 

~~~ r_;:-o.:i~ - -y~ . // 

~:?2_3 .. ·, ·:~~-~}benefits of restructuring to the applicant and 

-::..:~:~-"-~ramote him to the ··~~•i• post of Chief Signal Inspector 

scale Rs.2375•35DO/~ in terms of the scheme at 

Annexure A/3 with. all consequential benefits at par 

with his next i~nior~·_Ths applicant has sought 

modification of the impugned order dated 26.~6.93 at 

Annexure A/1 ~-

2~: Ye have heard the learned counsel for the 

c1~)!/J'Q applicant and have perused the records • 
.. 

-- ----- --~----



""'­-
•• ·•. 2 • • • • 

The applicant was promoted as Chief Signal 3·~ 

~-c~ / ~ ;~ vr;-;.~ . spector scale Rs. 700-900/2000-3200 on 3.11.92 on 
/' . ,., ..,, ~;;;, 

// ·--._,, ~ 

/
.... , .· · ~~-"' ciating 

I '11 · ,_;;~~ 

basis and his promotion was regularised 
,__ bu.t · ' :1/ \' f.~ 

i: ~; wf\th effect 
~ ' i I 

from 1•1.84/in spite of the fact that tha· 
; '· . - /v' • 

\ .. ·:~~(~'- .. · .. ~Pi:ty cant was within the zone ot consideration, he 
\\; ., . . -· // 
~ ·:~~,-.:a no~ consi~ered for promotion t.o the post of 

- Chief Signal Inspector scala Rs.2375~35DO which is 

-·Ct~~ 
·' 

a non selection post and is re_quired to be filled 

up on the basis of seniority-cum-fitness. Respondent 

No.3, who is- alleged to be junior to the applic mt 

was promoted to the said post ignoring the applicant's 

claim tor promotion • When tbe applicant came to know 

about his s~per~ession in Novamber,1993 he made a 

representation to the concerned authority vide 

Annexure A/5 dated 9~:11.93 which has not so far 

been.disposed of~ The learned counsei for the 

~ppl!cant now wants that his representation be 

disposed of on merits through a detailed speaking 

order. 

4• In tbe circumstances, we direct the respondent 

No.1 to dispose of the applicant's representation at 

Annex~ra.A/5 dated 9.11.93 meeting all the points 

raised-therein through a detailed s~eaking order 

witbin·a period of,tbree months from the date of 

receipt of a copy of this order. Let a copy of the 

o.A. be sent along111ith a copy of this order to res-

pondent No.1 within a week. If the applicant 

••• 3. 
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is aggrieved by any decision taken on his represan-

c,~~e# 
( Gopaf Krishna ) 

Vice Chairman 

v.strr.. 

., 


