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lN T t£ O.~""'l'RA L ADMIN lS_l~AT IV£ 'I'F. lBUN.;L 
J (D HPUR BENCH, J LD HPUR • 

Date of CCder: '05.10.1999 

1. Hari Ki shan s;o Shri . .Khayali Ram By caste Sharma, 
aged about 44 years, . at p:-e sent w or Jti ng as 'l' .T .E ~, 
Nr. Railway at Hanurnangu.rh (Bikanel· Divn .) 

· 2. Ranesh'Nar Kachctwaha s.;o Bhri Suraj ·Mal, by caste 
Rajput, aged about. 47 year:s, at present working 
as T,.T.F.., tJcrt~rn R?..ilway at- Bikaner • 

. . 
Hislu:i- Babu s;o Shri ~m Chc.nd py caste ~gh\oal 
· (S~ ,.) aged about 44 yt~ ~- s, at: iTe e:.'~nt. \\ t)J:·king as 
~- .'r· ~., · Nori..-~rtJ Rai h-.ai·- st BikanfC:L. 

Applicants • 

• A. NO .. s ~5/199.~ v : 
i 

Motxl. Yunus, Sjo Shri lilam Ul Ha.q, by c\aste, . 
. Mol-emrna.dan, aged about 48 years, at p:e';5ent working 
as T.T.E., Northern Railway at Ha.numangarh (Bikaner 
Division) 

•• Applicant. 

' 
Versus 

. 1.- Union Of India throug-h its General Manager, 
Northern Rail·~~ay, ~ad Quarters, 

- Baroda_ fbuse, New Delhi. 

2. The Divisional RailYi'ay Manager, 
Northern Railway, D~ •M. C£tice.1 
Bikaner. 

3. 

4. 

The J:Jivi siona 1 Fe::-sonnel Manager, 
Nortbein Railway, D ...R .M., Office, 
Bikaner. 

The Divisional Comrre~cial Manager, 
Nort~rn Railway I o..R-.M. Office, 
Bikaner. 

l'<J:. S.N. Trivedi, counse 1 for the applicant-s, · 

t1I. s.s. Vyas, -counsel for the respondents. 
-------. ·-----=---"· _____ ..:___ _________ ______.... ~--~--
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CCRAM s 

Hon 'ble M.r. A .K. Misra, Judicial Member. 

Hon 'ble Mr. Go pal Singh, Administra_tive Member. 

Controversy involved in these applications is the 

sane aro relief sought is also the sane and, ther-1-;ore,. 

both these applicc~tions are-disp<)sed of by the single 

order. 

services of the applicants·· and accordingly tmy may be 

deeued to be regular ised in service as Ticket Collector 

with effect from the date of their in it ia1 aiJpointnent 

i.e. 13.10.1983 with all consequential benefits. 

3.. Applicants joined tl'e resporrlent departi!Elnt as Class 

J:t.l employee during too year 1982-83. Respondents d~-oart­

me n t c coo ucted se lecti on . test for 24 poSts of Tic "Xet 

Co·!lect0%:5 against tre class IV promotion quota ~d t~ 

applicants had qualified in the written examination. This 

selection was challenged in the Hon'ble H~h Court Of 

JOdhpur through various J;:etit ions and ·the Hon 'ble High 

Court passed the foll~ ing interim order · ,_ 

"H::ard ·learned counse 1 ap~ar ing for the parties. -
The learned Advocate for the Respondents No. 1 to 3 
suggested that five posts will be "ke~ .vas:ant to 
accommOdate tre ~titioners in case the writ J;etition 

. suceeds c Meanwhile respondents No. 4 and 5 Shri Sunil 
Dutt and :Kishore Kurrar may be allOived to be appointed 
on adhoc basis. ~·he learned counsel for the retitioner 

· _______ /: __ ~ ~~~e_JL the frOI=Osal. 
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A·s such, Respon::lents No. 1, 2 and 3 are directed to·-~ 

keep five posts vacant. They are allGJed to ma'ke the ~ 

,. 
!i 
i 
I· 
I' 
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appointnents of Respondent No. 4 and 5 (Shri Sunil Dutt 
and KishBre Y.unar} on adhoc basis. The stay order dated 
18.1.1~3 is modified to .the .extent mentioned above ... 

4- •. - "The applicants were, ther-eafter, appointed as Ticket 

Collectors in the grade of Rs. 260-400 vide respondents 

letter dated 12.10.1983.- Writ Petitions filed before the 

Hon •bie High Court Of Rajasthan were subsequently tran,sferred 

to t~ ·Centro.! Administrative Tr-ibunal,- JodhPUr Bench and 

were registered as T.A. N?• 193/1.986, 128/1986 and 12/1990. 

·.rt~'Z1f(l:;:r,_·., The Tribunal vide its order da:~e_d 4.8.1~·~19_2 W!ile quashi-ng 
<J_ "'-'I '(1 I"" • C,'! ~ '·. . 

.;~~~;\ the selecH.on of TicKet Collectors obse~·ved as under •­

>$ 1. '~; ., '',0' \ 

~J\ .t~~k /;~- "In view of the above discuss].cin, v.;e allow the appli-
~,'-~- ~,~-,;;;:-:; ,'t-. cations :partly ar:d quash the :Lmpugded selection made 
~~~~-~~;;:..__·0 ~-it; --~:/."~,f~.-. --pursuance of the DivisiOnal Railway\ Manager, Bikaner, 

.,.;, ~-t. ·notification dated 22.7.1982 and di\:-ect that fresh 
·selection may be made within a :t:erif::ld of 6 months in 

_accordance with the instructions Of· the Rai-lway Board 

I • 1"-
1 •:.. 1 r1 

Since the vacancies :r:ertaining to t·re years 1979 to 
1982 are concerned, only the employees who were eligi­
ble for ap~aring in the selection :test at that tine 
and had submitte~ tl'e. re-quisite applications shall 
be allowed to appear in the test and sep;irate panels 
shall be ·pre _pared for the vacancies of each year from 

.. out Of those v.-ho qualify in tm test and vwere·- eligible 
for ·selection during the particular year. The appli­
cants and those resfQndeots who had been working on 
the f."Osts o:f 'l'icket Cpllectors on adhoc bc.sis,--shall 
not be reverted ,until they are given_ al least. 3 OPPor­
tunities to appear in the tese, excluding the ~impugned 
test which is being quashed, e.xcep:. as a rreasure of 

· punishrrent under the Railway Servants (Discipline . 
and Ap];e·al) Rules,- 1968 .or un.less it becomes necessary 

.- to revert. them for appoint~nt of selected candidates, 
· J?art-.1-e s. to bear their . own c: ost s ... 

5 • SubseqUently sone junior persons to tre. appltcantS 

were·I;romote_d to the post- Of 'l'.T..E. and being aggrJ.eved·, 

_the. appliCants filed ~ No~Bt/1992, Mishri Babu-& ~s. versus 

Union of India ani CCs. which v.·as decided on 11.5.·1993 

and it was directed by· the Tribunal as under :-
··· ., _ ~Ld.LJ1~- _ J:J·--· . . 

•• 4. 



• We have heard counse 1 tor tl'E ra.rties. Tt'e lear·ne_d · 
cr.Junse 1 for app1 icant. has proouced a copy of toc OJ:d~X= .... · 
dated 4.8.1982 passed by tre. Jodhpur .Bench of the ·. ~ 

1 

Tribunal in the Writ Petitions which were ·$ubsequently --·-i 
transferred-to the Tribunal u/s 20 Of the A_.Ts. Act 
and registered as T.A. No. 128/86,193/g6 and 12/90. , -,\ 
In that otder selections, made in pursuance of the D.R. !i 

. !." 

' ' I t 
_ M., Bikaner notification dated 22.7.82 were _quashed 

and it was directed that fresh salections may be. made 
within· a J;er ici::l of 6 months in accordance with the · 

_ in:st.ructions- of the: Rail-.....·ay Board.· ·learned counse 1 :;1 

for.applicant states that_panel dated 24.~.88 had .·_:
1

,_·_1_· 

been prepared in pursuance o£ D..R.M., Bikaner's _noti-
. ficat ion ~ated· ·22. 7. 82. Since ·selec-t ion fane 1 has .:. 
·n·ow been quashed, the officials who were appointed . ·]i 

_ T .Es.out of _ tt>.is aoo treated as ad hoc iri te~jos· of · .: 
High Court's interim orders are now on the salfe foot- 1·· 

,ing· as applicants,· who wer·a appointed Ticket Collectors •:J 
on adhoc 'basis. 'The respondents have cid·rnitt.ed in- · 
para S(iii) of the' ir_ reply that the applicants welS,e _:_!/ 

senior in Class J:.J.. T~y would, there fore, nor£t?il~ly 
be entitled tO 00 COnsidered fOr adhOC fCOmotion as . I 

T_.Es~ and subsequently as T.T.Es. earlier than those .I 
_ who were·· junior ,~o them in Class "N. Since tho~ · . 1/ 

noted p::rsons who were~ parties in this CA, we cannot quash 
1 .:mpugn- their orders of adhoc promotion. However, we direct · 1 

. let that. in vlev; of the order of the Tribunal dated 4 .8.92 .: 
. 20.10 ~ 91 trent ioned: above, fhey should rev·J.ew their order Of II 
:-at - ad hoc promotticns tot :ne· 'post of T -T .Es. issued vide I; 

. 6. 

. _ Annex. A./1 within a- per icd of three months of this _ li 
order aril consider the claims of the a~,;plicants also : ij 

. for promotion to the post Of T.T·.Es. on adhoc basis i 
.. in order. of their seniority in Class JY., If the . rl 

· ar:plicants are :found suitable for. rtromOt.ion as T •T--.Es .\.': 
tl'ey shall also be. ~;I;OmOted and their ~emotions will 1 
be deemedti to be effective from t·he date t~ ir juniors· 

1
1_ 

-have· been . promoted, in ca·se those juniors are still . 
continuing on the poSt of T.T.Es, with all consequential' 
benefits •. Part;i.es to bear their own costs. • · 

There·after, the respor:rlents vide their order ~~e_d _.-

_2•:~~.1992 promoted the appiieants to-the ··post Of T-T.E~­

on udhoc basis. In the year. 1992 duly selected Ticket 

Collectors filed .S:t:ecia 1 leave _Petit ion 1~ ~n 1ple the 

Su:t-:rene Court against the judg~nent ·of the Tr,ibunal d_a~~--

4 .8.1992_. · .· Hon~ble the Suprene_. Court allowed the p!tit ion 

: i 
I 

as un:Jer. :-

• learned cou~sel for ·.resporrle'nts s·to 8 _has ur-ged 
that ·resrprrlents 5 to 8 have ,been worldng- as adhoc · 
ticket collectors since-1983 and have been further 
JrOmOted. If the adh0c::_·app6int.nen~ _of Res:Poroents 
5 -t_o 8 is ·dehors the order Of the Tribunal, -we are 

. not concerned \-;• ith. such cappointnent. lf, _'however" 
-.. tne)r _appointuent is pPJ:"suant tot he '1-ribunal•s · 

order and· .i,s .continued urrler the order .of this Court . '.. . . . -

_-:·-:. 
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ot 14the of Se:ptembe:at, 1992, directing status quo to b 
maintained, the_n they Will have to· face tm conseque­
nces of the outcorie of this litigation. In any·eve·nt, 
even-if they continue in service as adhoc ticket -
collectors they cannOt get -seniority over regularly 
selected employees: such as the applicants. The apl)!al 
is, therefore, allOtied with costs and the impugned 

· order Of the- Tribuna 1 is set as ide.. The Wr ~ t Pet it ion, 
;appli.cat ions of responde nt·s 5 to 8 are dismissed. • 

7 ~ In the light of abpv~ obs<::rvat.ion·s and judgerrents 

we dO not fioo_ any trerit in tht:il3e apPlications. Their 

case has duly been considered bv the ;;.1-E·x Court- and r·e iec-cec 
. . -· ~ -

We, there fore, do not f lnd 2~y_ justif icat ~on ..foyi nter{f~.n ing 
. . I 

with the ·act ion of the off ic ia 1 re: spoooe nt s. \ 
t 

\ 

8. '1' he Doh s. are ace o.'d ing 1 y d ismisse d with no o.rde~ 
as to costs. r 

SO/- -- r~~ . 1 ~Tf~}~- ~f~~q :_ 
· · ~~~~> · I: . -~~~~~l~~-$; 
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SD/­
(A.-K.MISRA)­
JUDL.MmBER 


