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lN THEi ClgNTR.J\L ADHJN ~'IR:.AT lVE. TR.IBUNAL, JODWUR. &N·CH, 

JODHPUR.. 
__ ._. __ _ 

O.A. No. 259/1998 

1· Nath Mal S/0 0-hri R.am Singh aged 49 years, Goods Driver 

2 • Jai Shankar S/0 S.hr i Ambika Prasad aged 51 years 

GoOds Driver & 

3 .. Kishan Singh S./0 ~hri Ma.ngal ~ingh aged 49 years 

GOOds Driver 

Address for Correspond~S!! : 

C/0 Shri Jai S-hankar, Gall No .18, Rampura Basti, 

Lalgarh, Bikaner. 

,Official Address: 

3. 

C/0 Loco .Foreman, Lalgarh, Northern Railway, Bikaner. 

••• Applicants 

Vs 

Union of India, through General Manager, Northern Rly. 

Baroda House, New Delhi • 

.Divisional Personnel Of'ficer, Northern Railway, 

Bi'kaner:· .Division, Bikaner. 

Divisional Mechanical ~ngineer (P), Northern Railway, 

Bikaner Division, Bikaner. 

••• Respondents 

Mr. J .K .. Kaushik, counsel for the Applicants. 

Mr. v.o. Vyas, counsel for the Respondents. 

' . 

Fbn'ble Mr. Justice B.s .. Raikote, Vice Chairman 

Hon'ble Mr. Gopal Singh •.. Administrative Member 

OR DE; R ----
In this application tmder Sect ion 19 of the 

Administrative Tri.t:nJnals Act, 1985, applicants Nath Mal, 

Jai Shankar and Kishan Singh have prayed for declarrm:q::t,he 
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result of selection held for the post of GoOds .Driver as 

illegal and the same may be quashed and for further direction 

to the respondents to proceed with the selection as per the 

procedure laid down by the Railway Board and allow the con-

sequential benefits to the applicants. 

2. Applicants• case is that they had initially joined 

respondents Railways oo Group •u • post and in due course of 
k 

time they were pronoted ~ as per the channel of pronotion, 

last pronotion being to the post of GoOds nriver from 15.11.93, 

1994 and 25.5.'96 respectively. The respondents had organized 

a selection for the post of passenger driver scale ~.5500-9000 

during May and June, 1998, the result of which was declared 

on 17 .8.98. Applicants8 name did not find place in the list 

of successful candidates called for an intervie\'1 vide respon­

dents• letter dated 17.8.'98 (Annexure A/l). It is the con­

tention of the applicants that they cane to know from reliable 

sources that the answer sheets were examined by the Divisional 

eonmercial Manager, Bikaner and not the ~mber of Mechanical 

Branch as per the procedure in vogue. It has also been allege< 

that the S-election Board \<>Jas not constituted as per the rules. 

Hence, this application. 

3. Notices were issued to the respondents and they had 

denied the case of the applicants in the repl~~ statement. 

4. ·we have heard the learned Counsel for the parties, 

and perused the records of the case carefully. 

5. In the instant case, the applicants are challenging 

the selection process after having appeared in the selection 

and having been declared failed. The "i? rincipal Bench of the 

Central .Administrativ Tribunal in Dhirendra Kumar vs. UOI & ·.O; 

(1990) 12 AXC 625 has held that a candidate cannot question 

the selection process after appearing in it, but having been 
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.. --?::~. ,.:: .~,. :-. ·-.,.. I declared unfit. In the light of the observations of the 
' . ~ ... -··-··· ,, 'h~l i' ~ _,.,..... . -· <>'~ ,~,:~. "\' 

/·· f' ~~~·":~}\principal aench in this regard, we are of the view that the ... ' .. ,. 

_ .. ;.~pplication is devoid of any mer it and deserves dismissal. 
. I -.! 

.:~·.,,:-,/6. 'l'he Original AfPlication is accordingly dismissed 
~:·:__:c;;:::::::;·~:~! ... :_1 ·; J 

. ' -~'!;,: ~~·y;;.._ ~~;/"' . 
---:::·":::..~ with no· order as to costs" 

. c'MGS+ -
( GO:Et~S~ 
Adm. Merriber 

Vl---
{ B,.S • RAIKOTE1 ) 
Vice Chairman 
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