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cEN'IR'AL ADl"ilN ..IS'lRATIVE lRIBONAL ~\ 
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J edhpur Bench, J <lXi hp ur • t 
Date of Order : 11 /S1?-c~7 

1. O.A.lH>. 246/1998. 

Rarneshwar Ram sen Of Sh.ri Jeesuldl Ra&r., G.ged about 36 
years, res~dent of otr. No. 164/5, H1~ Colony, Near 
Clear water CGnplex Sr iganganilgar, at p.tesent errpl~yed 
an the pest Gf Va.lveman ir1 the office of Ga.rrison . 
£ngineer, Sriganganagar. · 

2 • ,.Q.A. No. 247/1998. 

a-.w Singh sen of Shri Bhan .;.ingh, aged about 32 years, 
resident of vill andi Po. Chak Kaluwala at present 
enployecfl on the post of in the office of~ Va.lveilld.l'l .iQ 
the office of Ga:cris~l ~ng.ineer., Sriganganagar. 

Al?PL lCAl'iT.S •••• 

1. Un.ioo. of Indi-. through Secretary to Goverl'ltrent of 
India, .fvlinistry of Dei:euce, hct.~Sfi<::t Bha' .. •an, l\Jew Delhi. 

2 • CCDmmander vJOrks Engineer, .i;f~ I ar lgd.nganay-ar. 

3 • .Shri .::;iukhdev .S .inyh, \Talveman l·:E.S No. 370212, office 
of the GaJ.."rison Engineer, .Iii: LP ;..rea, Aboha.J.·. 

4. Shri Bhagirath, Hate l'~ l~o. 367~5. 0/o Age BScR, 
Fa2;ilka, lV'lilitc.ry ;;.tation -Expired name deleted. 

5. kaii• Cll.ander, l•lQte, .L·~ No. 313950, 0/0 Ga.r-.d . .son 
~ngineer, ~rigant;ana.;ar. 

Nr. J. K. Kaush.:i.k, coun~el fw: the cpplicant.s. 

l"lr. KUlcleep lvlathur, Ad v. Brief holoer for 

•••• 

Mr. Rav i Bhansal i, coun::;el for the respondents No. 1&2 • 

N coe present for respO.lldentb No. 3 & 5. 

Hon• ble Mr. A. K. Misra, Judicial ~mber. 

Hon':ble M:c. A. P. Nag.z:atL, Adfi1inistrctive tw.ember.-

( per Hon • ble I"lr. A. K. I"l.isr:a ) 

1n .ooth these 0A1 s, the point involved tu .be 

decided and the .t:elief cla.irned by the J.."espective 

applicQ.tlt. L:i co<raren, t.t!erefOA:'e, both these OA' s are 

disposed P,f by a ~Cl'l order. 
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2. In these <?A's, the respective applico.nt"' has<, 

prayed that the respondents no. 1 & 2 .. b4 directed to 

proauoe the Tracie Test proceedings held on 2nd oeoember 

1998, in respect ~f applicants and the respondents 

N o ~ 3 & 4 for the perusal of the T r ibun-.1 • It is 

also prayed that iapugned ~raer dated 06.04.1998 

( Annexure A-1 ) be a:derecll t~ be mOdified acco.i.:dingly 

with all consequential ):)enefits to the applicants. 

It is also .prayed that the iapugned oreem dillteci ._ •• 16.04.1998 ( Annexure A-2 ) and 27.04.1998 ( Annexure 

A-3 ) be declared illegal and be quashed. Alternative;tif 

the applicants have prayed that the respondents no. 

1 & 2 be directed to conduct trade test, in .tespect 

of applicants and allow cansequential benefits at par 

with their j ~o~niors. 

N fJ'tices ~f the OA' s were given to the· 

no rej ~i~1der was filed l;)y aoy ef tl'Je applicants. 

4. W. h"'ve heard the learned counsels for the 

parties and have gone through the case file. we have 

also seen .L•lil..tksfo..esult sheet relating to the trade 

test in questian. 

5. ~rom the files, it appears that both the 

applicants were initially appointed as valveman. 

Official respondents organiSed a. trade test for 

prom$tican to the post of Pipe Fitter en 02 .12 .1997. 

In different trades. :there were 9 vacancies and 
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cdidates were called fer trade test, 2 persons 

f whom was p&sted outside and another was 
. . . WVze- 'flrk-to a; fee-.1" NO< )If., e,., ........... ""' 

l~g1ble,~therefere, 27 candidates were called 

list. It is alleged by the applicants 

they had done fairly well in the Trade test, 

but ere declared unsuccess-ful. In respect ef 

few andidates writt~l test was taken and in few 

othe cases, no written test was conducted. On the 

othe.. hand, the 'tespondents have state<il thut no 

writ en test was conducted ana the trade test was 

cteci as per tne requirements ef the Rules. 

The candidates who haa not cii<:lle well in the trade 

test Gild did not s.ecure the requisite p.&SS Uiii.rks 

were declared fail, no discrimination was dcoe with 

any · f the candidates. Th«!t applicants ef both the 

0A1 s diGJ not secure the requisite pass marks and 

wer , therefore, not declared pass, the allegatia&s 

of e applicants are without any feundaticn. 

6. It was argued by the learned c~~el for the 

app the promot-ion. was req1.1i.rea to be 

strictly in terms of seni~ity and no trade test 

was but in view -of the depal:tul!mtal R u1es 

rel--ting to such promotions, trade test was required 

to e done ana for condl.lcting the trade test a 

of Officer::. was .required to be coostitutecl. 

In e instant c~e traae test was conducted by the 

BCi>a'~ of Officers a~ per the requireuents of the Rules, 

efore, the contention of the learned advoe&te 

in he application, that the trade test was not 

ired to be c~ducted, is without any foundation. 

the a.:es ult: sheet, it· appears that va~· ious 
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who we£e called were sUbjected ta practical 

as well Gral examinatia-.s; Ho written test was cond ooted 

in of amy, ~f the candidates, therefore, the 

avermento. of the &pplicants that few of the canciiiciates 

were s Ubj ctecil ta> written test and :li!w ether• were not 

to written test is also without any foundation. 

From the esult sheet, it appears that no canciidate 

was sl.lbj ected to any written test. Marks for practicCll 

examination were ii.warcled separately ana ~rks f~r oral 

lso awarded separately. &.aab test was of 

25 na pass marks were so", in respect of each 

~f the mination. The candidates, who diCLnot secure 

in both- practical as :well as oral were 

BQth the applicants i.e • .Rameshwar Ram 

and Bal:lll · ingh dia not secl.lre even -~: minim1.1m pass 

7. 

qualify 

two examinatioos a.cd coosequently 

L• view of t:nis, the contention of 

conqucted, then •warded mar~ would 

he examinati en is Q)f no conseqllence • 

our opinion, both the applicants cou.ld not 

e trcde test for being :fUrther promoted in 

tern~;:; ef the departaental notificatiQD, therefore, 

both the applicants are not entitled to aGY relief. 

s. 
to be 

with 
-------------
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