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_/ IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL . 

JODHPUR BENCH,JODHPUR_ 

·Date. of order, : 19.08.1998. 

O.A.No.· 33/1998. 
/ 

. Bhikha Ram S/o.· Shri . Ram i<ishan~ aged . about .34 years; R/o C/o 
I ' • • -

Sh.Jagmal Ram Bishnoi, Dau Ji· Ki. Pole Ke Pass, VilL. Suthla, 
"' ,.., . . ~ 

·chopasni Road, Jodhpur, last employed· as· Casual Labour iri· the 
' . ' ' '' . . . ·~ ' -

office of Senior Audit Office - '1\raffic Audlt, Northern 
r 

Railw9y,~odhpur. 

Applicant~ 

VERsos' . 

. 1. union . ~f Inoia (through General Manager:,Northern 
Railway_,Baroda House, New Delhi. 

- 2. The Principal Director'of Audit,_Nortryern Railway,Baroda 
House, New Delhi.- · -

- '-

. . .... 
' 

Mr. ·J ~K.Kaush.ik, Counsel -_fo~ the applic~mt. 

~-c:- :. "·- ,,,.._0.~:-,. Mr, K. s. NahM, collil;lel for the respondents. 

f_ .,(? . . ·. \ . ~ . ~ .. 
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, .. 

HONOURABLE MR. ·.A.K.MISRA, JtiDICIAL MEMBER - , . . . -

HONOURABLE MR. GOPAL -s:iNGH,ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER' 

The applicant has fil~d this O~A •. ~ith the prayer that the 

respondent.s may be directed ·to consider the candidature of 

applicant ·for -absorptio_n/appointment against _the va·cant group D 

·post in- the of,fice ·of the. 3rd r:esi?ondent. as per rui.~s ·and allow 

all ·ccmsequent:ial benefits.- The app~icant _had also prayed_ for· 
. - .. 

interiiJl relief seeking. direction to_ the respondents to allow the 
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applicant .to appear provisionally in tt1e ·screening/se).ect.ion. test 

being conducted or the group· D post in the office of r~spondent 

No.3. 
., . 

2. After headng the 'learned ·counsel _for the applicant·, Dq.J3ti . 

notices were directed to be·issued on 6.2.1998. On the same day, 

considering.· the. pr:ayer ·of intet:im relief,, the respondents. were 
• . j. t . - - # 1 • -' 

. . 
•, · directed to consider. , the candidature of -the applicant and 

. /· 

interview him provisional+y . alongwi th other candidates for the 
..l • . ' 

post of group D as per th~:lr notice_. ·It was. further directed that 
.... e!. ~ 

the result of the applicant be kep~ in sealed cover. 

I 

3... · ·The respondents f.iled the .reply in·· which· it has been-

.. ment ionec;l . th_at. the re~rui tment process was taken . in hand :as per . 

the pr'eva:i:lent , rules and circulars on the subj~ct. .The applicant · · 

was no:t eligisle .. · to' be . conside~ed;, . However I in view o"f· the 

interi.~ directior:t iss':led _by .the Trib~nal·. the. applicant was allowed 

to appear provisionally in the scr~ening fest and. his result has 
. ,. 

been kept in s~aled ,co~er~ 
. . / . 

- -
It is· al·so ~ll.eged by the· respondent~ 

that ; tqe .appl i!=ant .. ha.s no case and the. OA deserves to be 

dismissed. 
•. 

4. On · 23 ~. 7. 98 · it ~.s· · directed ·that sealed cover relating ' to 

applicant's screening test be produced· before .us.~_ In pursuance of . ' 
that OJCder 1 .the learhed· COUnsel. for. the respondentS produced a 

·' . .. . 
sealed cover before us today .which is said to contain the result 

of s9reening test of' the apP.lic0:nt in respect of the post· in 

<;]ispute •. 

. s-.. ·l 

·The Sealed~Cove~ was got opened by us and the result of the 

applicant· ·seen. . .Papers relating . to· sc~eening test of· other 
'. 
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candidate;s. were- also seen by .us.. There is no_ dispute_ in res_pect 
., ' 

o'f t:,he _number of post being. One· f?r which . screening test was 

und~r.,-taken. by -, tl)e 'respondent-S from qrnongst the ' eligible 

·candidates. A·~ter the screening test two persons w~re empanelled 

who had --secured 31. and 29.66 marks· res~ctively. Rest of the 16 
• • - l 

c;:andiqates who had secured marks ranging from 26.3.3 -~o 20.33 and 

below were not ·at. all empanelled. Since the post wa~_one, there 

. was ·also no·,rtecess;ity .for empanelling more' ~han two ·persons. i.e. 

doubled ·the . number . of vac~ncy~ The . applicant~ who- had 

· provis.iohally be~n screened -had· secured 20.33 marks~ -rn 'l(ie't of 

tpe- ~rks obtained by the applicant it" cannot ·be said t~at he_ was 
. I . . 

entitled' to be. empanel-leq as ·_the qther. better qualified candidates 

ha:ve also .not. been empanel led 'looking to. the number. of vacancy •. 

l. 

6~ In view of the above fC!,cts, the . .applicant has: no case. The 

OA deserves to be dismis.sed and· is hereby dismissed with no order - , . 

as.· to costs. 

_!'·_~ 
~tJ:-1 -~--:.. 

(GOPAL SINGH) 
Administrative Member_ 
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~J~l<Ji (.A.K.MISRA1
). I 

Judicial Member 


